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From: Active Transportation Program
To: Weeks, Gerald
Cc: atp@ccc.ca.gov
Subject: Re: ATP 2016 Cycle 3 Grant Application - Inquiry Sent to California / Community Conservation Corps (CCCs)
Date: Friday, May 13, 2016 1:25:21 PM


Hello Gerald,


Thank you for reaching out to the Local Conservation Corps. Unfortunately, we are not able to participate
 in this project. Please include this email with your application as proof that you reached out to the Local
 Corps.


Thank you,


Dominique


On Mon, May 2, 2016 at 10:00 AM, Weeks, Gerald <Gerald.Weeks@ventura.org> wrote:


To whom it may concern:


The County of Ventura PWA Transportation Department will be applying for Active
 Transportation Program (ATP) Cycle 3 grant funds for a second project in an
 unincorporated area known as Hidden Valley near the Ventura and Los Angeles County
 boundary.


The ATP guidelines require the applicant to contact the California Conservation Corps and
 Community Conservation Corps with regard to the project application.


We would appreciate a response from the CCC with regard to our project described in the
 attached document.


Thank you.


Gerald Weeks, Jr. “Gary”


Engineer IV


Advanced Planning Section


County of Ventura PWA Transportation Dept.
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From: Wallace, Melanie@CCC on behalf of ATP@CCC
To: Weeks, Gerald
Cc: ATP@CCC
Subject: FW: ATP 2016 Cycle 3 - Potrero Rd. Bike Lanes (East) Phase I Project
Date: Monday, May 02, 2016 2:19:33 PM


Good afternoon Gary,
 
The CCC is unable to participate in this ATP project. Thank you for reaching out to us, and please
 include this email with your application as proof of making contact.
 
Regards,
 
Melanie Wallace
Chief Deputy Analyst
California Conservation Corps


1719 24th Street
Sacramento, CA 95816
T (916)341-3153
F (877)834-4177
melanie.wallace@ccc.ca.gov
 
Every Californian should conserve water.  Find out how at:


SaveOurWater.com · Drought.CA.gov


 


From: Mercado, Juan@CCC 
Sent: Monday, May 02, 2016 12:27 PM
To: ATP@CCC <ATP@CCC.CA.GOV>
Cc: Rochte, Christie@CCC <Christie.Rochte@CCC.CA.GOV>
Subject: RE: ATP 2016 Cycle 3 - Potrero Rd. Bike Lanes (East) Phase I Project
 
We are NOT able to participate on this project.
 
Juan Mercado
 


From: Wallace, Melanie@CCC On Behalf Of ATP@CCC
Sent: Monday, May 02, 2016 12:09 PM
To: Mercado, Juan@CCC <Juan.Mercado@CCC.CA.GOV>
Cc: Rochte, Christie@CCC <Christie.Rochte@CCC.CA.GOV>
Subject: FW: ATP 2016 Cycle 3 - Potrero Rd. Bike Lanes (East) Phase I Project
 
Good afternoon Juan,



mailto:Melanie.Wallace@ccc.ca.gov

mailto:ATP@CCC.CA.GOV

mailto:Gerald.Weeks@ventura.org

mailto:ATP@CCC.CA.GOV

mailto:melanie.wallace@ccc.ca.gov

http://saveourwater.com/

http://saveourwater.com/

http://drought.ca.gov/

mailto:Juan.Mercado@CCC.CA.GOV

mailto:Christie.Rochte@CCC.CA.GOV
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Please review the attached ATP project information and let me know by Friday if Camarillo may be
 able to participate. Please contact Gary directly (Gerald.Weeks@ventura.org) if you need additional
 information regarding this project.
 
Thank you,
 
Melanie Wallace
Chief Deputy Analyst
California Conservation Corps


1719 24th Street
Sacramento, CA 95816
T (916)341-3153
F (877)834-4177
melanie.wallace@ccc.ca.gov
 
Every Californian should conserve water.  Find out how at:


SaveOurWater.com · Drought.CA.gov


 


From: Weeks, Gerald [mailto:Gerald.Weeks@ventura.org] 
Sent: Monday, May 02, 2016 10:00 AM
To: ATP@CCC <ATP@CCC.CA.GOV>; inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org
Cc: Weeks, Gerald <Gerald.Weeks@ventura.org>
Subject: ATP 2016 Cycle 3 Grant Application - Inquiry Sent to California / Community Conservation
 Corps (CCCs)
 
To whom it may concern:
 
The County of Ventura PWA Transportation Department will be applying for Active Transportation
 Program (ATP) Cycle 3 grant funds for a second project in an unincorporated area known as Hidden
 Valley near the Ventura and Los Angeles County boundary. 
 
The ATP guidelines require the applicant to contact the California Conservation Corps and
 Community Conservation Corps with regard to the project application. 
 
We would appreciate a response from the CCC with regard to our project described in the attached
 document.
 
Thank you.
 
Gerald Weeks, Jr. “Gary”
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From: Weeks, Gerald
To: atp@ccc.ca.gov; inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org
Cc: Weeks, Gerald
Subject: ATP 2016 Cycle 3 Grant Application - Inquiry Sent to California / Community Conservation Corps (CCCs)
Date: Monday, May 02, 2016 10:00:35 AM
Attachments: ATP 2016 CCCs PRBLs.pdf


To whom it may concern:
 
The County of Ventura PWA Transportation Department will be applying for Active Transportation
 Program (ATP) Cycle 3 grant funds for a second project in an unincorporated area known as Hidden
 Valley near the Ventura and Los Angeles County boundary. 
 
The ATP guidelines require the applicant to contact the California Conservation Corps and
 Community Conservation Corps with regard to the project application. 
 
We would appreciate a response from the CCC with regard to our project described in the attached
 document.
 
Thank you.
 
Gerald Weeks, Jr. “Gary”
Engineer IV
Advanced Planning Section
County of Ventura PWA Transportation Dept.
 


ATP 2016 Cycle 3 Grant Application – Inquiry about 2nd Project
County of Ventura PWA Transportation Department 


Inquiry Sent to California / Community Conservation Corps (CCCs) 


Sent via Email on May 2, 2016 


CCC #1:  California Conservation Corps 
Name:  Wei Hsieh
Email:  atp@ccc.ca.gov 
Phone:  (916) 341-3154


CCC #2:  Community Conservation Corps 
Name:  Danielle Lynch 
Email:  inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org 
Phone:  (916) 426-9170 


Inquiry


We recently received responses from the CCCs with regard to our first (1st) project. This note is 
in regard to a second (2nd) project that we did not include in our inquiry dated April 14th.


The County of Ventura PWA Transportation Department will be applying for Active 
Transportation Program (ATP) Cycle 3 grant funds for a second (2nd) project located in Hidden 
Valley which is west of Lake Sherwood near the jurisdictional boundary of Ventura and Los 
Angeles Counties.  The project is on Potrero Road which is south of US 101 and west of (also 
accessed via) Westlake Boulevard (State Route 23). 


The ATP guidelines require the applicant to contact the California Conservation Corps and 
Community Conservation Corps with regard to the project application.  We would appreciate a 
response from the CCC with regard to our project described in the table here below. 


Thank you. 


Gerald Weeks, Jr. “Gary” 
Engineer IV 
Advanced Planning Section 
County of Ventura PWA Transportation Dept. 


Table l:  ATP 2016 Cycle 3 Grant Application – Inquiry about 2nd Project
Project Title Potrero Road Bike Lanes (East) – Phase I Project 
Project Description The Project involves the installation of bike lanes on 1.4 miles of 


Potrero Road from County Bridge #321 east to existing bike 
lanes east of Trentwood Drive.  The Project includes five (5) feet 
of pavement/shoulder widening on either side of the existing 
roadway, drainage improvements, tree removals, power pole 
relocations, striping and signage for the bike lanes. 


Detailed Estimate Construction estimate of $1,350,000. Detailed estimate attached. 
Project Schedule Construction must occur when Cycle 3 funds would be allocated in 


Fiscal Year(s) 2019/2020 and/or 2020/2021. 
Project Map See attached project map. 
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POTRERO BL 2016


DESCRIPTION QUANTITY UNIT UNIT COST ITEM COST


A. CONSTRUCTION
Mobilization 1                 LS 25,019$           25,019$           
Traffic Control & Construction Signing 1                 LS 20,015$           20,015$           
Water Pollution Control 1                 LS 15,011$           15,011$           
Clearing and Grubbing 1                 LS 15,011$           15,011$           
New Pavement Section 74,360        SQF 8$                    594,880$         
New Culvert Construction 800             LF 350$                280,000$         
Improve Inlet/Outlet Structure 3                 EA 5,000$             15,000$           
Tree Removal 13               EA 2,000$             26,000$           
Power Pole Relocation 2                 EA 35,000$           70,000$           
Bridge Widening (5ft both sides X 40ft) 1                 LS -$                 -$                 
Relocate Chain Link Fence -              LF 50$                  -$                 
Pavement Delineation 1                 LS 20,015$           20,015$           
Shoulder Backing 14,872        LF 1$                    14,872$           
Contingencies (20 %) 1                 LS 250,188$         250,188$         


SUBTOTAL - CONSTRUCTION COST 1,346,011$     


B. PRELIMINARY & FINAL DESIGN (20 %) 1 LS 269,202$         269,202$         
C. CONSTRUCTION ENGINEERING  & INSPECTION (20 %) 1 LS 201,902$         201,902$         
D. ENVIRONMENTAL (6 %) 1 LS 80,761$           80,761$           
E. RIGHT OF WAY (TCE) 0.11            AC 65,000$           7,461$             


TOTAL PROJECT COST 1,905,337$     


PROJECT:  POTRERO RD BIKE LANES - PHASE I
REACH:      S/O BRIDGE #321 TO 0.11 MI. E/O TRENTWOOD DR.    CALCULATED:  GBW/HDL DATE: 1/2016
LOCATION:  HIDDEN VALLEY AREA CHECKED BY: B.E. COST EST. UPDATE: 3/242016


VENTURA COUNTY TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT
ADVANCED PLANNING SECTION


PRELIMINARY ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE


Book1.xlsx


SEGMENT 3 Sheet 1 of 1 05/02/2016 9:44 AM


CCCs
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ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM (CYCLE 3) - 2016


COUNTY OF VENTURAPUBLIC WORKS AGENCYTRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT


VICINITY MAP
POTRERO ROAD BIKE LANES


VICINITY MAP
N.T.S.


PROJECT
LOCATION


INDEX:
1. VICINITY MAP
2. LOCATION MAP


Page 1 of  2 
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COUNTY OF VENTURAPUBLIC WORKS AGENCYTRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT
POTRERO ROAD BIKE LANES 
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COUNTY OF VENTURAPUBLIC WORKS AGENCYTRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT
POTRERO ROAD BIKE LANES
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ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM (CYCLE 3) - 2016


EXISTING/PROPOSED CONDITION


POTRERO ROAD  -  EXISTING CONDITION


POTRERO ROAD  -  PROPOSED CONDITION
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County Project City Project


23


County Islands


Lewis Rd


Regional Map 
Note:  Purpose of map 
to show full length of 
Potrero Road.


Potrero Road Bike Lanes - Phase I


N







23


Regional Map 
Note:  Purpose of map 
to show changes in 
jurisdiction.


Potrero Road Bike Lanes - Phase I


County Road
W. Potrero


N


County Road
E. Potrero


County Project







County Road
E. Potrero


Potrero Road Bike Lanes - Phase I


City Project
County Project







Potrero Road Bike Lanes - Phase I


County Road
E. Potrero


County Project







End Project


Begin Project


Photos 
Note:  Location of photo 
corresponds with mileage above.  
Photos from North to South and 
West to East.


Begin Project 
Note:  Facing south.  Bike lanes would be 
constructed south of the bridge. 


N 







Mid-Project 
Note:  Facing east toward Trentwood 
Drive.  West of 90-degree bend in road.







End of Project 
Note:  End of project (east end) approximately 
500 feet west of Trentwood Drive.


East of Easterly End 
Note:  Facing east.  Project would 
connect with existing bike lanes to east.







East of Easterly End (City Segment)  
Note:  Facing west toward Vista Oaks Way and 
City Bridge #2911 .  Photos east to west. 


City Segment


City Class II Bike Lane Ends


City Class II Bike Lane Ends
Bicyclist


City Bridge #2911  
Note:  Begin city project.  Share the road and 
new striping. 







Approximate end of city 
project.


East of end of City Project  
Note:  City project would end between 
guardrail and sidewalk to west. 


West of west end of City Project  
Note:  Facing west toward city/county 
boundary.  New bike lanes to be constructed 
or striped in city/county gap.


Approximate end of city 
project.


City/County Jurisdictional Boundary  
Note:  Facing west toward city/county boundary.  There are 
existing bike lanes from boundary to proposed Phase I Class II 
bike lanes in county's jurisdiction.


City/county boundary.


County Boundary


Begin County Project  
Note:  Begin county project to extend bike lanes.  
Facing west and west of Trentwood at easterly end of 
existing end of county bike lanes.


County Segment


End of existing county bike 
lanes and beginning of 
proposed Phase I Class II 
bike lanes.
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Date:


69950


Item 
No.


F, D 
or M


Quantity Units Unit Cost
Total


Item Cost
% $ % $ % $


1 100%
2 100%
3 100%


4 100%
5 1            LS $1,100,000 $1,100,000 100% $1,100,000
6 100%
7 1            LS $446,640 $446,640 100% $446,640
8 100%


9 EA 100%
10 SQFT 100%
11 LS 100%


$1,546,640 $1,546,640
$77,332 <= 5% of eligible CON costs (max. decorative, if applicable) 


20.91% $323,360 $323,360


$1,870,000 $1,870,000


ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs


$85,000


$340,000


$425,000 25% Max


$10,000


$10,000


$225,000 12% 15% Max 


$225,000 $435,000


$1,870,000


ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs


$2,095,000 $435,000


Item Number(s): Description of Engineer's Logic:       (See examples shown in the Instructions)
Formulas FORMULAS WERE INCORRECT.


Formulas HAD TO MODIFY SHEET TO CREATE BREAKDOWN.


Total Construction Costs: $1,870,000


Total Project Cost: $2,530,000


Documentation of Ineligible (Non-Participating) Costs:
The Engineer's logic and/or calculations for splitting costs between ATP-Eligible and Non-participating costs must be documented in this section of the Estimate form.  


Separate logic is required for each construction item listed above which is partly ineligible for ATP funding or is required for the construction of an ineligible item/element of the project.


Construction Engineering (CE) "CE" costs / "CON" costs
Construction Engineering (CE): 225,000$                                     


Total Project Delivery: $660,000


Right of Way Engineering: 10,000$                                       
Acquisitions and Utilities: -$                                                 


Total RW: 10,000$                                       


Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E): 340,000$                                     "PE" costs / "CON" costs


Total PE: 425,000$                                     


Right of Way (RW)


Project Delivery Costs:
Type of Project Cost Cost $


Preliminary Engineering (PE)
Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED): 85,000$                                       


Trees
Shrubs/groundcover
Irrigation / Water Connection


Subtotal of Construction Items:


Construction Item Contingencies (% of Construction Items):


Total (Construction Items & Contingencies) cost:


County of Ventura


City of Thousand Oaks


Decorative & Landscaping-related Items    (Label items as "F" for Functional, "D" for Decorative,  or "M" for a mix of Decorative and Functional)


Item 


General Overhead-Related Construction Items


General Construction Items (non-decorative only)


License #:


Engineer's Estimate and Cost Breakdown:


Engineer's Estimate (for Construction Items Only)
Cost Breakdown


ATP Eligible 
Costs/Items


ATP Ineligible 
Costs/Items 


Corps/CCC
to construct


Project Description: County Segment and City Segment
Project Location: Potrero Road from City Bridge #2911 and west to County Bridge #231


Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate: Gerald Weeks, Jr. "Gary" License #:


Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs
Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data.     Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).


Project Information:
Agency: County of Ventura PWA Transportation Department 05/25/2016


06/02/2016 1 of 1
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POTRERO BL 2016


ATP REQUIREMENTS - PARTICIPATING VS. NON-PARTICIPATING
PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING - PER ATP (B, D, E)
B. PRELIMINARY & FINAL DESIGN - PARTICIPATING ATP -$                 
B. PRELIMINARY & FINAL DESIGN - NON-PARTICIPATING TOF 340,000$         340,000$         
D. ENVIRONMENTAL - PARTICIPATING ATP -$                 
D. ENVIRONMENTAL - NON-PARTICIPATING TOF 85,000$           85,000$           
E. RIGHT OF WAY - PARTICIPATING ATP -$                 
E. RIGHT OF WAY - NON-PARTICIPATING TOF 10,000$           10,000$           


SUBTOTAL - PARTICIPATING ATP -$                 -$                 
SUBTOTAL - NON-PARTICIPATING TOF 435,000$         435,000$         


A. CONSTRUCTION - PARTICIPATING ATP 1,870,000$      
A. CONSTRUCTION - NON-PARTICIPATING TOF -$                 1,870,000$      
C. CONSTR. ENG. & INSPECTION - PARTICIPATING ATP 225,000$         
C. CONSTR. ENG. & INSPECTION - NON-PARTICIPATING TOF -$                 225,000$         


SUBTOTAL - PARTICIPATING ATP 2,095,000$      2,095,000$      
SUBTOTAL - NON-PARTICIPATING TOF -$                 -$                 


TOTAL - PARTICIPATING ATP 2,095,000$      2,095,000$      
TOTAL - NON-PARTICIPATING TOF 435,000$         435,000$         


GRAND TOTAL 2,530,000$      2,530,000$      


ATP 2016 Estimates.xlsx


PRBL_v1_Both Sheet 1 of 1 06/02/2016 2:07 PM
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Note about Funding - May 26, 2016 Our cost estimates in the pdf show the cost break-down.  The Total Project Cost is $2,530,000 (County - $1,910,000; City - $620,000).  The Participating/Non-Partipating break-down is $2,095,000 and $435,000 respectively.  The county/city combined PE, Env, and R/W of $340,000, $85,000, and $10,000 will come from the County Local Road Fund and City of T.O. Funds.  The City of T.O. will reimburse the County via a Project Work Agreement for city-related costs.  The County will design and construct the project. The request for ATP Cycle 3 funds is for the Construction and Construction Engineering for the Project, $1,870,000 and $225,000 respectively.  The County of Ventura PWA Advanced Planning Division is writing the application and it is unknown exactly what funds the City of Thousand Oaks will use to reimburse the County of Ventura for the city-related design and construction costs.  The County of Ventura will be the lead agency for the construction of the bike lanes on the 1.4 miles of county roadway and 500 feet of city roadway. 
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Date:


69950


Item 
No.


F, D 
or M


Quantity Units Unit Cost
Total


Item Cost
% $ % $ % $


1 1 LS $23,000.00 $23,000 100% $23,000
2 1 LS $20,000.00 $20,000 100% $20,000
3 1 LS $15,000.00 $15,000 100% $15,000


4 1 LS $15,000.00 $15,000 100% $15,000
5 74,500   SF $8 $596,000 100% $596,000
6 800        LF $350 $280,000 100% $280,000
7 3            EA $5,000 $15,000 100% $15,000
8 13          EA $2,000 $26,000 100% $26,000
9 2            EA $35,000 $70,000 100% $70,000


10 1            LS $25,000 $25,000 100% $25,000
11 15,000   LF $1 $15,000 100% $15,000


12 EA 100%
13 SQFT 100%
14 LS 100%


$1,100,000 $1,100,000
$55,000 <= 5% of eligible CON costs (max. decorative, if applicable) 


22.73% $250,000 $250,000


$1,350,000 $1,350,000


ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs


$80,000


$270,000


$350,000 25% Max


$10,000


$10,000


$200,000 15% 15% Max 


$200,000 $360,000


$1,350,000


ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs


$1,550,000 $360,000


Item Number(s): Description of Engineer's Logic:       (See examples shown in the Instructions)
Formulas FORMULAS WERE INCORRECT.


Formulas HAD TO MODIFY SHEET TO CREATE BREAKDOWN.


Total Construction Costs: $1,350,000


Total Project Cost: $1,910,000


Documentation of Ineligible (Non-Participating) Costs:
The Engineer's logic and/or calculations for splitting costs between ATP-Eligible and Non-participating costs must be documented in this section of the Estimate form.  


Separate logic is required for each construction item listed above which is partly ineligible for ATP funding or is required for the construction of an ineligible item/element of the project.


Construction Engineering (CE) "CE" costs / "CON" costs
Construction Engineering (CE): 200,000$                                     


Total Project Delivery: $560,000


Right of Way Engineering: 10,000$                                       
Acquisitions and Utilities: -$                                                 


Total RW: 10,000$                                       


Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E): 270,000$                                     "PE" costs / "CON" costs


Total PE: 350,000$                                     


Right of Way (RW)


Total (Construction Items & Contingencies) cost:


Project Delivery Costs:
Type of Project Cost Cost $


Preliminary Engineering (PE)
Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED): 80,000$                                       


Decorative & Landscaping-related Items    (Label items as "F" for Functional, "D" for Decorative,  or "M" for a mix of Decorative and Functional)
Trees
Shrubs/groundcover
Irrigation / Water Connection


Subtotal of Construction Items:


Construction Item Contingencies (% of Construction Items):


New Culvert Construction
Improve Inlet/Outlet Structure 
Tree Removal
Power Pole Relocation
Pavement Delineation
Shoulder Backing


Item 


General Overhead-Related Construction Items
Mobilization
Traffic Control
Stormwater Protection Plan


General Construction Items (non-decorative only)
Clearing and Grubbing
New Pavement Section


License #:


Engineer's Estimate and Cost Breakdown:


Engineer's Estimate (for Construction Items Only)
Cost Breakdown


ATP Eligible 
Costs/Items


ATP Ineligible 
Costs/Items 


Corps/CCC
to construct


Project Description: Construct bike lanes on 1.4 miles of Potrero Road.
Project Location: Potrero Road from 0.11 miles west of Trentwood Drive to Bridge #231


Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate: Gerald Weeks, Jr. "Gary" License #:


Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs
Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data.     Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).


Project Information:
Agency: County of Ventura PWA Transportation Department 05/25/2016
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Date:


69950


Item 
No.


F, D 
or M


Quantity Units Unit Cost
Total


Item Cost
% $ % $ % $


1 1 LS $40,000.00 $40,000 100% $40,000
2 1 LS $25,000.00 $25,000 100% $25,000
3 1 LS $15,000.00 $15,000 100% $15,000


4 3,000     SF $6 $18,000 100% $18,000
5 5            EA $1,600 $8,000 100% $8,000
6 1            LS $8,000 $8,000 100% $8,000
7 200        LF $20 $4,000 100% $4,000
8 200        LF $35 $7,000 100% $7,000
9 2            LS $100,000 $200,000 100% $200,000


10 500        SF $80 $40,000 100% $40,000
11 74          CY $160 $11,840 100% $11,840
12 109        Ton $200 $21,800 100% $21,800
13 1            LS $38,400 $38,400 100% $38,400
14 1            LS $9,600 $9,600 100% $9,600
15 1            


16 EA 100%
17 SQFT 100%
18 LS 100%


$446,640 $446,640
$22,332 <= 5% of eligible CON costs (max. decorative, if applicable) 


16.42% $73,360 $73,360


$520,000 $520,000


ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs


$5,000


$70,000


$75,000 25% Max


$25,000 5% 15% Max 


$25,000 $75,000


$520,000


ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs


$545,000 $75,000


Item Number(s): Description of Engineer's Logic:       (See examples shown in the Instructions)
Formulas FORMULAS WERE INCORRECT.


Formulas HAD TO MODIFY SHEET TO CREATE BREAKDOWN.


Total Construction Costs: $520,000


Total Project Cost: $620,000


Documentation of Ineligible (Non-Participating) Costs:
The Engineer's logic and/or calculations for splitting costs between ATP-Eligible and Non-participating costs must be documented in this section of the Estimate form.  


Separate logic is required for each construction item listed above which is partly ineligible for ATP funding or is required for the construction of an ineligible item/element of the project.


Construction Engineering (CE) "CE" costs / "CON" costs
Construction Engineering (CE): 25,000$                                       


Total Project Delivery: $100,000


Right of Way Engineering: -$                                                 
Acquisitions and Utilities: -$                                                 


Total RW: -$                                                 


Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E): 70,000$                                       "PE" costs / "CON" costs


Total PE: 75,000$                                       


Right of Way (RW)


Project Delivery Costs:
Type of Project Cost Cost $


Preliminary Engineering (PE)
Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED): 5,000$                                         


Trees
Shrubs/groundcover
Irrigation / Water Connection


Subtotal of Construction Items:


Construction Item Contingencies (% of Construction Items):


Total (Construction Items & Contingencies) cost:


Retaining wall
6" CMB
Asphalt Concrete
Remove striping
Striping


Decorative & Landscaping-related Items    (Label items as "F" for Functional, "D" for Decorative,  or "M" for a mix of Decorative and Functional)


Sawcut/Remove (AC and AC Berm 
Tree Triming
Clear and Grubbing
Remove Metal Beam Guard Railing
Metal Beam Guard Railing (Steel Post)
Relocating Utility (Gas Lines)


Item 


General Overhead-Related Construction Items
Mobilization
Traffic Control
Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan


General Construction Items (non-decorative only)


License #:


Engineer's Estimate and Cost Breakdown:


Engineer's Estimate (for Construction Items Only)
Cost Breakdown


ATP Eligible 
Costs/Items


ATP Ineligible 
Costs/Items 


Corps/CCC
to construct


Project Description: Construct bike lanes on 500 feet of Potrero Road.
Project Location: Potrero Road from City Bridge #2911 and west 500 feet


Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate: Gerald Weeks, Jr. "Gary" License #:


Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs
Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data.     Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).


Project Information:
Agency: County of Ventura PWA Transportation Department for City of Thousand Oaks 05/25/2016
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POTRERO BL 2016


DESCRIPTION QUANTITY UNIT UNIT COST ITEM COST


A. CONSTRUCTION


COUNTY OF VENTURA 1                  LS 1,350,000$       1,350,000$      


CITY OF THOUSAND OAKS 1                  LS 520,000$          520,000$         


SUBTOTAL 1,870,000$     


B. PRELIMINARY & FINAL DESIGN


COUNTY OF VENTURA 1                  LS 270,000$          270,000$         


CITY OF THOUSAND OAKS 1                  LS 70,000$            70,000$           


SUBTOTAL 340,000$        


C. CONSTRUCTION ENGINEERING  & INSPECTION


COUNTY OF VENTURA 1                  LS 200,000$          200,000$         


CITY OF THOUSAND OAKS 1                  LS 25,000$            25,000$           


SUBTOTAL 225,000$        


D. ENVIRONMENTAL


COUNTY OF VENTURA 1                  LS 80,000$            80,000$           


CITY OF THOUSAND OAKS 1                  LS 5,000$              5,000$             


SUBTOTAL 85,000$          


E. RIGHT OF WAY


COUNTY OF VENTURA 1                  LS 10,000$            10,000$           


CITY OF THOUSAND OAKS 1                  LS -$                  -$                 


SUBTOTAL 10,000$          


TOTAL PROJECT COST


COUNTY OF VENTURA 1                  LS 1,910,000$       1,910,000$      


CITY OF THOUSAND OAKS 1                  LS 620,000$          620,000$         


TOTAL 2,530,000$     


PROJECT:  POTRERO RD BIKE LANES - PHASE I & THOUSAND OAKS
REACH:      CITY & COUNTY SEGMENTS CALCULATED:  TO/GBW DATE: 5/25/2016
LOCATION:  HIDDEN VALLEY AREA CHECKED BY: G.W. COST EST. UPDATE: 5/25/2016


VENTURA COUNTY TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT
ADVANCED PLANNING SECTION


PRELIMINARY ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE


ATP 2016 Estimates.xlsx


PRBL_v1_Both Sheet 1 of 1 06/02/2016 2:12 PM
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POTRERO BL 2016


DESCRIPTION QUANTITY UNIT UNIT COST ITEM COST


A. CONSTRUCTION
Mobilization 1                 LS 23,000$           23,000$           
Traffic Control & Construction Signing 1                 LS 20,000$           20,000$           
Water Pollution Control 1                 LS 15,000$           15,000$           
Clearing and Grubbing 1                 LS 15,000$           15,000$           
New Pavement Section 74,500        SF 8$                    596,000$         
New Culvert Construction 800             LF 350$                280,000$         
Improve Inlet/Outlet Structure 3                 EA 5,000$             15,000$           
Tree Removal 13               EA 2,000$             26,000$           
Power Pole Relocation 2                 EA 35,000$           70,000$           
Pavement Delineation 1                 LS 25,000$           25,000$           
Shoulder Backing 15,000        LF 1$                    15,000$           
Contingencies (20 %) 1                 LS 250,000$         250,000$         


SUBTOTAL - CONSTRUCTION COST 1,350,000$     


B. PRELIMINARY & FINAL DESIGN (20 %) 1 LS 270,000$         270,000$         
C. CONSTRUCTION ENGINEERING  & INSPECTION (15 %) 1 LS 200,000$         200,000$         
D. ENVIRONMENTAL (6 %) 1 LS 80,000$           80,000$           
E. RIGHT OF WAY (TCE) 1 LS 10,000$           10,000$           


TOTAL PROJECT COST 1,910,000$     


PROJECT:  POTRERO RD BIKE LANES - PHASE I
REACH:      S/O BRIDGE #321 TO 0.11 MI. E/O TRENTWOOD DR. CALCULATED:  GBW/HDL DATE: 5/11/2016
LOCATION:  HIDDEN VALLEY AREA CHECKED BY: B.E. COST EST. UPDATE: 5/11/2016


VENTURA COUNTY TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT
ADVANCED PLANNING SECTION


PRELIMINARY ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE


ATP 2016 Estimates.xlsx


PRBL_v1 Sheet 1 of 1 05/25/2016 1:12 PM
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POTRERO BL 2016


DESCRIPTION QUANTITY UNIT UNIT COST ITEM COST


A. CONSTRUCTION
Mobilization 1                 LS 40,000$           40,000$           
Traffic Control 1                 LS 25,000$           25,000$           
Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan 1                 LS 15,000$           15,000$           
Sawcut/Remove (AC and AC Berm and AB) 3,000          SF 6$                    18,000$           
Tree Triming 5                 EA 1,600$             8,000$             
Clear and Grubbing 1                 LS 8,000$             8,000$             
Remove Metal Beam Guard Railing 200             LF 20$                  4,000$             
Metal Beam Guard Railing (Steel Post) 200             LF 35$                  7,000$             
Relocating Utility (Gas Lines) 2                 LS 100,000$         200,000$         
Retaining wall 500             SF 80$                  40,000$           
6" CMB 74               CY 160$                11,840$           
Asphalt Concrete 109             Ton 200$                21,800$           
Remove striping 1                 LS 38,400$           38,400$           
Striping 1                 LS 9,600$             9,600$             
Contingency  ~20% 1                 73,360$           73,360$           


SUBTOTAL - CONSTRUCTION COST 520,000$        


B. PRELIMINARY & FINAL DESIGN (14 %) 1 LS 75,000$           75,000$           
C. CONSTRUCTION ENGINEERING  & INSPECTION (4 %) 1 LS 25,000$           25,000$           
D. ENVIRONMENTAL (0 %) 1 LS -$                 -$                 
E. RIGHT OF WAY (0 %) 1 LS -$                 -$                 


TOTAL PROJECT COST 620,000$        


PROJECT:  POTRERO RD BIKE LANES - THOUSAND OAKS
REACH:      CITY BRIDGE #2911 TO 500 FT W/O BRIDGE CALCULATED:  TO/GBW DATE: 5/25/2016
LOCATION:  HIDDEN VALLEY AREA CHECKED BY: G.W. COST EST. UPDATE: 5/25/2016


VENTURA COUNTY TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT
ADVANCED PLANNING SECTION


PRELIMINARY ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE


ATP 2016 Estimates.xlsx


PRBL_v1_TO Sheet 1 of 1 05/25/2016 1:08 PM
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Date:


69950


Item 
No.


F, D 
or M


Quantity Units Unit Cost
Total


Item Cost
% $ % $ % $


1 100%
2 100%
3 100%


4 100%
5 1            LS $1,100,000 $1,100,000 100% $1,100,000
6 100%
7 1            LS $446,640 $446,640 100% $446,640
8 100%


9 EA 100%
10 SQFT 100%
11 LS 100%


$1,546,640 $1,546,640
$77,332 <= 5% of eligible CON costs (max. decorative, if applicable) 


20.91% $323,360 $323,360


$1,870,000 $1,870,000


ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs


$85,000


$340,000


$425,000 23% 25% Max


$10,000


$10,000


$225,000 12% 15% Max 


$660,000


ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs


$2,530,000


City of Thousand Oaks


General Construction Items (non-decorative only)


Project Description: County Segment and City Segment
Potrero Road from City Bridge #2911 and west to County Bridge #231


Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate: Gerald Weeks, Jr. License #:
Project Location:


The Engineer's logic and/or calculations for splitting costs between ATP-Eligible and Non-participating costs must be documented in this section of the Estimate form.  
Separate logic is required for each construction item listed above which is partly ineligible for ATP funding or is required for the construction of an ineligible item/element of the project.


Item Number(s): Description of Engineer's Logic:       (See examples shown in the Instructions)


Documentation of Ineligible (Non-Participating) Costs:


"PE" costs / "CON" costs


"CE" costs / "CON" costs


Project Delivery Costs:


Engineer's Estimate and Cost Breakdown:


Engineer's Estimate (for Construction Items Only)
Cost Breakdown


ATP Eligible 
Costs/Items


ATP Ineligible 
Costs/Items 


Corps/CCC
to construct


County of Ventura


Item 


General Overhead-Related Construction Items


Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs
Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data.     Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).


Project Information:
Agency: 05/25/2016County of Ventura PWA Transportation Department


Subtotal of Construction Items:


Trees
Shrubs/groundcover


Decorative & Landscaping-related Items    (Label items as "F" for Functional, "D" for Decorative,  or "M" for a mix of Decorative and Functional)


Irrigation / Water Connection


Total RW: 10,000$                                       


Construction Engineering (CE)


Right of Way (RW)
Right of Way Engineering: 10,000$                                       
Acquisitions and Utilities: -$                                                 


Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E): 340,000$                                     


Total PE: 425,000$                                     


Construction Item Contingencies (% of Construction Items):


Total (Construction Items & Contingencies) cost:


Type of Project Cost Cost $
Preliminary Engineering (PE)


Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED): 85,000$                                       


Total Project Cost: $2,530,000


Total Project Delivery: $660,000


Construction Engineering (CE): 225,000$                                     


Total Construction Costs: $2,095,000


06/02/2016 1 of 1



PWATD

Text Box

COMBINED PROJECT



PWATD

Polygon



PWATD

Callout

Note:  This is the original spreadsheet.  We could not break down the participating versus non-participating costs as shown above.



PWATD

Text Box

Note  There is no way to break down the participating and/or non-participating costs or move overages of PE/CE to non-participating costs.  There is no check for the 11.47 % requirement to be eligible for federal ATP funds.







Date:


69950


Item 
No.


F, D 
or M


Quantity Units Unit Cost
Total


Item Cost
% $ % $ % $


1 1 LS $23,000.00 $23,000 100% $23,000
2 1 LS $20,000.00 $20,000 100% $20,000
3 1 LS $15,000.00 $15,000 100% $15,000


4 1 LS $15,000.00 $15,000 100% $15,000
5 74,500   SF $8 $596,000 100% $596,000
6 800        LF $350 $280,000 100% $280,000
7 3            EA $5,000 $15,000 100% $15,000
8 13          EA $2,000 $26,000 100% $26,000
9 2            EA $35,000 $70,000 100% $70,000


10 1            LS $25,000 $25,000 100% $25,000
11 15,000   LF $1 $15,000 100% $15,000


12 EA 100%
13 SQFT 100%
14 LS 100%


$1,100,000 $1,100,000
$55,000 <= 5% of eligible CON costs (max. decorative, if applicable) 


22.73% $250,000 $250,000


$1,350,000 $1,350,000


ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs


$80,000


$270,000


$350,000 26% 25% Max


$10,000


$10,000


$200,000 15% 15% Max 


$560,000


ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs


$1,910,000


Project Description: Construct bike lanes on 1.4 miles of Potrero Road.
Potrero Road from 0.11 miles west of Trentwood Drive to Bridge #231


Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate: Gerald Weeks, Jr. License #:
Project Location:


General Overhead-Related Construction Items


Stormwater Protection Plan
Traffic Control


General Construction Items (non-decorative only)
Clearing and Grubbing


The Engineer's logic and/or calculations for splitting costs between ATP-Eligible and Non-participating costs must be documented in this section of the Estimate form.  
Separate logic is required for each construction item listed above which is partly ineligible for ATP funding or is required for the construction of an ineligible item/element of the project.


Item Number(s): Description of Engineer's Logic:       (See examples shown in the Instructions)


Documentation of Ineligible (Non-Participating) Costs:


"PE" costs / "CON" costs


"CE" costs / "CON" costs


Project Delivery Costs:


Engineer's Estimate and Cost Breakdown:


Engineer's Estimate (for Construction Items Only)
Cost Breakdown


ATP Eligible 
Costs/Items


ATP Ineligible 
Costs/Items 


Corps/CCC
to construct


Mobilization


New Pavement Section
New Culvert Construction


Item 


Shoulder Backing


Improve Inlet/Outlet Structure 


Power Pole Relocation
Pavement Delineation


Tree Removal


Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs
Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data.     Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).


Project Information:
Agency: 05/25/2016County of Ventura PWA Transportation Department


Subtotal of Construction Items:


Trees
Shrubs/groundcover


Decorative & Landscaping-related Items    (Label items as "F" for Functional, "D" for Decorative,  or "M" for a mix of Decorative and Functional)


Irrigation / Water Connection


Total RW: 10,000$                                       


Construction Engineering (CE)


Right of Way (RW)
Right of Way Engineering: 10,000$                                       
Acquisitions and Utilities: -$                                                 


Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E): 270,000$                                     


Total PE: 350,000$                                     


Construction Item Contingencies (% of Construction Items):


Total (Construction Items & Contingencies) cost:


Type of Project Cost Cost $
Preliminary Engineering (PE)


Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED): 80,000$                                       


Total Project Cost: $1,910,000


Total Project Delivery: $560,000


Construction Engineering (CE): 200,000$                                     


Total Construction Costs: $1,550,000
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Date:


69950


Item 
No.


F, D 
or M


Quantity Units Unit Cost
Total


Item Cost
% $ % $ % $


1 1 LS $23,000.00 $23,000 100% $23,000
2 1 LS $20,000.00 $20,000 100% $20,000
3 1 LS $15,000.00 $15,000 100% $15,000
4 LS 100%
5 100%


6 1 LS $15,000.00 $15,000 100% $15,000
7 74,500   SF $8 $596,000 100% $596,000
8 800        LF $350 $280,000 100% $280,000
9 3            EA $5,000 $15,000 100% $15,000


10 13          EA $2,000 $26,000 100% $26,000
11 2            EA $35,000 $70,000 100% $70,000
12 1            LS $25,000 $25,000 100% $25,000
13 15,000   LF $1 $15,000 100% $15,000
14 100%
15 100%
16 100%
17 100%


18 EA 100%
19 SQFT 100%
20 LS 100%
21 100%
22 100%
23 100%
24 100%


$1,100,000 $1,100,000
$55,000 <= 5% of eligible CON costs (max. decorative, if applicable) 


22.73% $250,000 $250,000


$1,350,000 $1,350,000


ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs


$80,000


$270,000


$350,000 26% 25% Max


$10,000


$10,000


$200,000 15% 15% Max 


$560,000


$760,000


ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs


$1,910,000


Project Description: Construct bike lanes on 1.4 miles of Potrero Road.
Potrero Road from 0.11 miles west of Trentwood Drive to Bridge #231


Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate: Gerald Weeks, Jr. License #:
Project Location:


General Overhead-Related Construction Items


Stormwater Protection Plan
Traffic Control


General Construction Items (non-decorative only)


The Engineer's logic and/or calculations for splitting costs between ATP-Eligible and Non-participating costs must be documented in this section of the Estimate form.  
Separate logic is required for each construction item listed above which is partly ineligible for ATP funding or is required for the construction of an ineligible item/element of the project.


Item Number(s): Description of Engineer's Logic:       (See examples shown in the Instructions)


Documentation of Ineligible (Non-Participating) Costs:


"PE" costs / "CON" costs


"CE" costs / "CON" costs


Project Delivery Costs:


Engineer's Estimate and Cost Breakdown:


Engineer's Estimate (for Construction Items Only)
Cost Breakdown


ATP Eligible 
Costs/Items


ATP Ineligible 
Costs/Items 


Corps/CCC
to construct


Mobilization


Clearing and Grubbing
New Pavement Section


Item 


Pavement Delineation


Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs- Cycle 3
Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data.     Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).


Project Information:
Agency: County of Ventura PWA Transportation Department


New Culvert Construction


Shoulder Backing


Tree Removal
Power Pole Relocation


Improve Inlet/Outlet Structure 


Subtotal of Construction Items:


Trees
Shrubs/groundcover


Decorative & Landscaping-related Items    (Label items as "F" for Functional, "D" for Decorative,  or "M" for a mix of Decorative and Functional)


Irrigation / Water Connection


Total RW: 10,000$                                       


Construction Engineering (CE)


Right of Way (RW)
Right of Way Engineering: 10,000$                                       
Acquisitions and Utilities: -$                                                 


Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E): 270,000$                                     


Total PE: 350,000$                                     


Construction Item Contingencies (% of Construction Items):


Total (Construction Items & Contingencies) cost:


Type of Project Cost Cost $
Preliminary Engineering (PE)


Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED): 80,000$                                       


Total Project Cost: $1,910,000


Total Project Delivery: $560,000


Construction Engineering (CE): 200,000$                                     


Total Construction Costs: $1,550,000


06/03/2016 1 of 1
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Date:


69950


Item 
No.


F, D 
or M


Quantity Units Unit Cost
Total


Item Cost
% $ % $ % $


1 1 LS $40,000.00 $40,000 100% $40,000
2 1 LS $25,000.00 $25,000 100% $25,000
3 1 LS $15,000.00 $15,000 100% $15,000


4 3,000     SF $6 $18,000 100% $18,000
5 5            EA $1,600 $8,000 100% $8,000
6 1            LS $8,000 $8,000 100% $8,000
7 200        LF $20 $4,000 100% $4,000
8 200        LF $35 $7,000 100% $7,000
9 2            LS $100,000 $200,000 100% $200,000


10 500        SF $80 $40,000 100% $40,000
11 74          CY $160 $11,840 100% $11,840
12 109        Ton $200 $21,800 100% $21,800
13 1            LS $38,400 $38,400 100% $38,400
14 1            LS $9,600 $9,600 100% $9,600
15


16 EA 100%
17 SQFT 100%
18 LS 100%


$446,640 $446,640
$22,332 <= 5% of eligible CON costs (max. decorative, if applicable) 


16.42% $73,360 $73,360


$520,000 $520,000


ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs


$5,000


$70,000


$75,000 14% 25% Max


$25,000 5% 15% Max 


$100,000


ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs


$620,000Total Project Cost: $620,000


Total Project Delivery: $100,000


Construction Engineering (CE): 25,000$                                       


Total Construction Costs: $545,000


Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E): 70,000$                                       


Total PE: 75,000$                                       


Construction Item Contingencies (% of Construction Items):


Total (Construction Items & Contingencies) cost:


Type of Project Cost Cost $
Preliminary Engineering (PE)


Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED): 5,000$                                         


Total RW: -$                                                 


Construction Engineering (CE)


Right of Way (RW)
Right of Way Engineering: -$                                                 
Acquisitions and Utilities: -$                                                 


Subtotal of Construction Items:


Trees
Shrubs/groundcover


Decorative & Landscaping-related Items    (Label items as "F" for Functional, "D" for Decorative,  or "M" for a mix of Decorative and Functional)


Irrigation / Water Connection


Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs
Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data.     Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).


Project Information:
Agency: 05/25/2016County of Ventura PWA Transportation Department for City of Thousand Oaks


Documentation of Ineligible (Non-Participating) Costs:


"PE" costs / "CON" costs


"CE" costs / "CON" costs


Project Delivery Costs:


Engineer's Estimate and Cost Breakdown:


Engineer's Estimate (for Construction Items Only)
Cost Breakdown


ATP Eligible 
Costs/Items


ATP Ineligible 
Costs/Items 


Corps/CCC
to construct


Mobilization


Tree Triming
Clear and Grubbing


Item 


The Engineer's logic and/or calculations for splitting costs between ATP-Eligible and Non-participating costs must be documented in this section of the Estimate form.  
Separate logic is required for each construction item listed above which is partly ineligible for ATP funding or is required for the construction of an ineligible item/element of the project.


Item Number(s): Description of Engineer's Logic:       (See examples shown in the Instructions)


General Overhead-Related Construction Items


Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan
Traffic Control


General Construction Items (non-decorative only)
Sawcut/Remove (AC and AC Berm 


Project Description: Construct bike lanes on 500 feet of Potrero Road.
Potrero Road from City Bridge #2911 and west 500 feet


Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate: Gerald Weeks, Jr. License #:
Project Location:


6" CMB
Asphalt Concrete
Remove striping
Striping


Remove Metal Beam Guard Railing


Relocating Utility (Gas Lines)
Retaining wall


Metal Beam Guard Railing (Steel Post)


06/02/2016 1 of 1
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June 2, 2016 


 


David Fleisch 


Director, County of Ventura – PWA Transportation Dept. 


800 S. Victoria Avenue, Ventura, California 93009 


 


Mr. Fleisch 


 


I am submitting this letter on behalf of Serious Cycling Agoura Hills & Northridge, the 


Serious Cycling Race Team, our Birds of a Feather ladies cycling group, as well as our entire 


“Serious Cycling Community” in support for the County’s grant application to obtain funding 


for bicycle lanes along Potrero. 


 


Potrero Road is one of the most popular cycling routes in Ventura County, yet it's narrow, 


cars travel at high speeds and its shoulders are not paved.  Adding bicycle lanes would not 


only enhance the safety for both bicyclists and motorists, but also better connect the cities 


of Newbury Park and Westlake Village, as well as the greater Ventura and Los Angeles 


Counties.   


 


Our area is flourishing with cyclists, from commuters to professional athletes in training, who 


frequent these back roads from the early morning hours to well into the evening.  Many 


weekend group rides utilize this very section along Potrero to connect to Camarillo, PCH 


and beyond.  Currently, due to the narrow space, cars have to wait to pass safely, or worse, 


choose to pass when not safe, forcing cyclists to close to or off the edge of the road. 


The addition of bicycle lanes would contribute to a more harmonious and much safer 


relationship on the road between cyclists and motorists, offering room for all to seamlessly 


coexist, even during the busiest “commuter” hours.  
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To accomplish this, the Ventura County Transportation Department is submitting a grant 


application to begin constructing the first phase of a three-phase project for bike lanes 


along the Hidden Valley floor on Potrero Road.    


  


I urge you to consider and approve the County’s grant application to obtain funding that 


will be used to construct safer roads for our cyclists and motorists.   


 


Thank you in advance, 


 


 


Scott M. Johnson 


Founder & CEO 


Serious Cycling 



















WIDE SHOULDER, 
NARROW LANES IN 


HIDDEN VALLEY
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Exhibit 1– Existing Potrero Road
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JEFF PRATT


Agency Director


Central Services Department
J. Tabin Cosio, Director


Engineering Services Department
Herbert L. Schwind, Director


Transportation Department
David L. Fleisch, Director


Water & Sanitation Department
Michaela Brown, Director


Watershed Protection District
Tully K. Clifford, Director


county of ventura  


June 7, 2016


Board of Supervisors
County of Ventura
800 South Victoria Avenue
Ventura, California 93009


Subject: Approval of, and Authorization for, the Director of the Public Works 
Agency Transportation Department to Submit Two Grant Applications to 
the California Department of Transportation Under the Active 
Transportation Program Cycle 3 for Pedestrian Improvements in the El 
Rio Area and Bicycle Lanes in the Eastern Hidden Valley Area and to
Execute All Necessary Applications and Other Administrative Forms for 
the Purpose of Requesting the Grant Funds; Supervisorial Districts 2 
and 5


Recommendations:


1. Approve and authorize the Director of the Public Works Agency Transportation 
Department to submit two grant applications to California Department of 
Transportation under the Active Transportation Program Cycle 3 for the two 
projects identified in Table 1; and 


2. Authorize the Director of the Public Works Agency Transportation Department to 
execute all necessary applications and other administrative forms for the purpose 
of requesting the grant funds.


Fiscal/Mandates Impact:


There are no additional County costs associated with this Board action. If the Road 
Fund is awarded the grant, the Public Works Agency Transportation Department 
(PWATD) will return to your Board for approval to accept the grant and process any 
necessary budget adjustments as a result of this award.


Discussion:


The Active Transportation Program (ATP) is the grant/reimbursement program 
developed by the California Transportation Commission (CTC) and administered by the 
California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) as a result of state legislation signed 
into law by Governor Jerry Brown in September 2013.


Hall of Administration L # 1600
800 S. Victoria Avenue, Ventura, CA 93009 (805) 654-2018 FAX (805) 654-3952 http://www.ventura.org/pwa
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On April 15, 2016, Caltrans announced a Call for Projects for ATP Cycle 3 funds.
Caltrans administers the program on behalf of the California Transportation Commission 
(CTC). Applications are due by June 15, 2016. The CTC will authorize allocation of
funds no later than March 2017 for those projects that are recommended for funding in 
the statewide or local competitions. A minimum local match of 11.47% is required for 
projects to be eligible for federal ATP funding.


The proposed PWATD projects for submission are:


Table 1: ATP 2016 Cycle 3 Grant Applications


No. Project Grant
Local
Match Total Cost


1 Central Avenue Ped. Improvements $371,800 $48,200 $420,000
2 Potrero Road Bike Lanes – Phase I $1,770,500 $229,500 $2,000,000


Total $2,142,300 $277,700 $2,420,000


The Central Avenue Pedestrian Improvements Project will close a 2,100-foot gap in the 
sidewalk network on Central Avenue and provide a safe walking route from the 
Strickland Acres neighborhood and bus stops on the new Gold Coast Transit Route #22 
to Rio Mesa High School (RMHS). This project will construct 1,850 lineal feet of 
sidewalk, curb, and gutter on the easterly side of Central Avenue from Joan Way south 
to the new bus stop near the tennis courts of RMHS. The project may require some
right-of-way and drainage improvements.


The PWATD will request $371,800 in Cycle 3 funds for the Construction (CON) phase 
of the project, including Construction Engineering (CE); therefore, the local match for 
CE/CON is $48,200. The estimated cost for Preliminary Engineering (PE) to design the 
project and prepare the bid package is $130,000: $65,000 in TDA Article 3 funds and 
$65,000 in Local Road Funds.


This project was chosen for the following reasons:
an anticipated increase in pedestrians due to a new bus route and stops in the 
area
an anticipated reduction in pedestrian–bicycle and pedestrian–vehicle conflicts
a demonstrated lack of adequate pedestrian facilities, which forces students to 
walk in the bike lane or paved shoulder of the roadway
creation of a safer walking route for students to and from school and bus stops
the location of the project in the El Rio area, which is defined as a disadvantaged 
community


On April 19, 2016, your Board directed the PWATD to apply for ATP Cycle 3 grant funds
to construct bike lanes on Potrero Road. The Potrero Road Bike Lanes – Phase I 
Project will construct/install five (5) feet of pavement/shoulder on either side of Potrero 
Road from County Bridge #321 east to existing bike lanes east of Trentwood Drive. This 
1.4-mile, $2 million project will include drainage improvements, tree removals, power-
pole relocations, striping, and signage. The PWATD will request $1,770,500 in ATP 
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Cycle 3 funds for the project; therefore, the local match from the Road Fund is
$229,500.


The ATP guidelines require that the grant funds be programmed in FY 2019–20 or 
2020–21; therefore, if funded, the construction of these projects would occur sometime 
between July 2019 and June 2021.


This letter has been reviewed by the County Executive Office, the Auditor-Controller’s 
Office, and County Counsel.


If you have questions, please contact the undersigned at (805) 654-2077.


DAVID FLEISCH
Director
Transportation Department


Exhibit 1 – Vicinity Map 
Exhibit 2 – Central Avenue Location Map
Exhibit 3 – Potrero Road Location Map
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ANAGEOFELEGANCE
Five contestants including three locals vie
for the Ms. Senior Ventura County pageant
crown in Thousand Oaks.5A


THE STAR «Monday, May 16, 2016« 3A


Local


ByArleneMartinez
amartinez@vcstar.com
805-437-0262


Ventura’s elected offi-
cials continue to explore
pursuing a half-cent sales
tax increase on their own
or a full-cent joint taxwith


the school district.
The Ventura Unified


School District’s board
continues toweighwheth-
er to join the city or try to
extend its parcel tax, set to
expire at year’s end.
The Ventura County


Transportation Commis-
sion, planning its own
half-cent sales tax increase
proposal,wouldprefernei-
ther, but if it has to be one,
the commission prefers
the parcel tax.
So wrote Commission


ChairmanKeithMillhouse
to the school board in a let-
ter datedMay 10.
“All of the experts agree


that competing sales tax
measures on the bal-
lot hurt each measure’s
chances of being success-
ful,” he wrote. “That is
why we spent two years
communicating with the
cities about the need for a
concertedandcoordinated
effort for a regional mea-
sure timed for November
of 2016.”


City Manager Mark
Watkins is recommend-
ing theCityCouncil throw
its support behind a joint
sales tax measure when it
meetsMonday.
“The benefit of this ap-


proach is that it would
comprehensively address
a broader array of com-
munity needs,” Watkins
wrote in his staff report.
If voters were to ap-


prove a half-cent sales tax
increase, the city would
receive $10.8 million. It


would get roughly double
that if it joined with the
district on a 1-cent sales
tax increase. Eitherwould
require 50 percent of the
vote plus one.
Aparcel taxwouldbring


the school district roughly
$2.6million, officials said.
That requires two-thirds
of voters to support it.
Voters tend tomore eas-


ily approve parcel tax ex-
tensions, and have tended
to support local schools. A
polling firm hired by the


city foundgreatest support
for the joint tax, based on
several related indicators.
Meanwhile, the com-


mission on April 22 ap-
proved putting a half-cent
sales tax on theNovember
ballot. If it passes, and it
needs two-thirds of voters
to do so, it will need help,
Millhouse wrote.
The county is the only


one in Southern Califor-
nia without a dedicated


Ventura sales tax proposalmulled
■ At issue is
half-cent or
joint 1-cent tax


SeeTAX,4A


ByMicheleWiller-Allred
Special to The Star


The Camarillo City
Councilhaspostponedadd-
ing a developer fee to fund
public art, with the major-
ity of the council saying its
approval could pass along
costs tofuturehomebuyers.
Thecouncil onWednes-


day was considering an
amendment to themunici-
pal code to add a public art
requirement for certain
residential, commercial
and industrial projects. It
also would have created
an arts commission to re-
viewproposedart andpro-
vide recommendations to
the council.
The council for the past


severalyearshasexpressed
interest in having a public
art program, and held five
publicstudysessionstodis-
cuss the idea.
Moorpark and Ojai are


examples of local cities
with well-established and
successful art programs
that require developers to
contribute art or pay an
in-lieu fee.
Under the Camarillo


proposal, the value of the
artwork or payment of an
in-lieu fee would be based
on 1 percent of the value
of the total building space
for projects.
Newresidentialdevelop-


ments or remodeling of
buildings with more than
10 units and commercial
and industrial develop-
ment projects or remodel-
ing of those projects valu-
ing more than $500,000
would have to comply
with the proposed Cama-
rillo requirement.
State or county projects


andcertaincityprojects, as
well as remodeling, repairs
or reconstruction to com-
plywith earthquake safety
code standards would
be exempt. Also exempt
would be nonprofit social
service and affordable-
housing projects and ar-
chitectural rehabilitation
of historical sites.
If the developer chose


to install artwork, the de-
sign would have to be ap-
proved before issuance of
a building permit.
A l r e ady- approved


developments would not
be affected.
Tony Trembley, former


director and president of
the Camarillo Chamber of
Commerce,urgedthecoun-
cil to oppose the art pro-
gram,callingita“top-down
governmentmandate.”
Trembley said art is not


infrastructure and there-
forenotanecessityandthat
the fee ultimately would
be passed on and be a dis-
incentive to homebuyers.
“If the City Council


wants public art, they
should fund it,” he said.
Camarillo resident


Jameson Lingl said he sup-
ports an art program be-
cause thecity isnearlybuilt
out and “anything we can
doto improvequalityof life


CAMARILLO


Council
delays
art fee
■ Alternatives
to be studied
after cost cited


SeeCAMARILLO,4A


ByRobyn Flans
Special to The Star


Cal-StateSiteServiceswaspull-
ingdoubledutyby sponsoringand
competing in the Conejo Valley
DaysOuthouseRaces Sunday and
thenmanaging to win them.
“I think this iswonderful,” said


KellyKimes, event salesmanager
for Cal-State Site Services. “It’s
fun, it’s a community event and
the whole company is involved.”
Considering they’re in the busi-


ness of restrooms, their involve-
ment couldn’t make more sense,
Kimes said.
Kimes explained their entire


office got involved in the creation
of their “outhouse,”whichderived
from one of their portable rest-
rooms. Theymodified it with the
required wheels, the potty seat,
toilet paper roll andbackpushbar.
David Rosales and Salvador


Bustos pushed the outhouse the
200 feetwhile Sheila Boyle sat in-
side on the potty and about 25 of-
fice and familymembers cheered
them on.
Boylewas chosen by her fellow


employees because she is small
but she was feeling shy.
“I’ve never done anything like


this,” Boyle said.
The Party Poopers — Sarah


Akrey, Jeneesa Barnes and Aron
Johnson — have been participat-
ing for three years and although
they came in last, they had a blast.
“It’s so much fun,” said Akrey,


who sat on the potty.
She said the most fun is the


actual racewhen theyhaveno idea
if they’ll fall over or not.
“Wehadflat tires but itwas still


fun,” Akrey said.
She said they will be returning


next year.
NewburyPark’s JohnNoble and


his crew are hooked, too. He has
brought Ye Noble John to all four
years the contest has been going
on.
Eachyearhehas tried tochange


Jaunty johns jockey forwin
JOE LUMAYA/SPECIAL TO THE STAR


Nick Logan (left) records his teammates Wyatt Reed and Skye Noble (not pictured) pushing their outhouse racer against the Cal-State Site Services team that
includes Sheila Boyle, Nick Auringer and Salvador Bustos during the 4th Annual Conejo Valley Days Outhouse Races held Sunday.


KAREN QUINCY LOBERG/THE STAR


Wyatt Reed (left) warms up with stretches as Ryan Brecht hydrates and Nick Logan takes his place in the driver’s seat
of their outhouse racer, Ye Noble John at the 4th Annual Conejo Valley Days Outhouse Races in Thousand Oaks.


■ 4th annual
outhouse race
is rolled out


SeeOUTHOUSE,4A


By DonnaMeese
donna.meese@vcstar.com
805-437-0221


Thousand Oaks on
Tuesday will be the start-
ing point ofwhat has been
called one of themost dif-
ficult stages of this year’s
Amgen Tour of Califor-
nia men’s cycling race, an


eight-stage event that be-
gan Sunday in San Diego.
The 104-mile Stage 3


will take riders over the
Santa Monica Mountains
and down Mulholland
Highway to Pacific Coast
Highway, and it will pass
through Oxnard, Port
Hueneme, Ventura, Casi-
tas Springs, Carpinteria
and Montecito. The stage
will end on the grueling,
twisting climb of Gibral-
tar Road in Santa Barbara
County, which has an av-
erage grade of 8 percent.


For spectators, Tues-
day’s stage will be quite
a sight to see, with 140-
plus riders from 18 of the
world’s best cycling teams.
The race will begin at


11:15 a.m. at the Amgen
campus, along Amgen
CenterDrive inThousand
Oaks,where the riderswill
start with neutral laps
around Amgen (Amgen
Center Drive to Rancho
Conejo Boulevard to Hill-
crest Drive to Borchard
Road).
The start of the race is


open to the public and will
be located along Amgen
CenterDrive.Limitedpark-
ingwill be available in a lot
at Rancho Conejo Boule-
vard andVentuParkRoad.
Then the actionwill get


underway as riders make
their way to Potrero Road
via Borchard and Reino
roads, and then to West-
lake Boulevard.
The climbover the San-


ta Monica Mountains on
Highway 23 should slow
the riders down a pinch
for spectators. Then the


ocean will be a great
backdrop for photos of
the riders along Highway
1 between Mulholland
Highway andPointMugu.
Most of the athleteswill


ride as a group, a peloton,
at average speeds of 25
to 30 mph along the PCH
and throughOxnard, Port
Hueneme and Ventura.
Spectators can see some


riders get evenmore speed
during the sprint competi-
tion on Ventura Road in


AmgenTour towindway through county


SeeATOC,4A


■ Tough stage
of cycling race
to be Tuesday
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LOCAL


transportation tax, he
noted.
A transportation tax


would provide “critical
funding” for all 10 cities
and the county for proj-
ects that benefit everyone,
including those reliant on
public transportation, he
wrote.
The district is holding


a special meeting Thurs-
day to discuss the options.
Watkins said the board
was interested in knowing


the city’s level of support
for the joint tax.
If the council backs the


joint tax onMonday, itwill
formally vote on itMay 23.
Monday’smeetingstarts


at 6 p.m. at City Hall, 501
Poli St.


TAX
from 3A


inremainingdevelopment”
is a good thing.
Councilwoman Jan Mc-


Donald said art programs
work well in other com-
munities and only large
projectswouldbeaffected.
Other council members


said they were concerned


that the costs would
be passed on to home-
buyers and they weren’t
in favor of setting up an
arts commission.
Joseph Vacca, the city’s


community development
director, said the city
could consider reducing
the in-lieu fee to make it
more favorable.
CityManagerDaveNor-


man said the city staff will


continueto lookat the issue
andcomeback to thecoun-
cil with other ideas.
In other action at


Wednesday’s meeting, the
council held off awarding
$91,000 in federal housing
funds to Habitat for Hu-
manity of Ventura County
because of a legal dispute
between Camarillo home-
owner Terry Bray and
the nonprofit.


Norman said the city
attorney and staff will re-
viewthe issueandoffer the
council a recommendation
about the funding.
The council also intro-


duced an ordinance that
would, with some excep-
tions, restrict parking of


nonmotorized vehicles for
more than 72 hours on city
streets and alleys.
The city receives up to


10 complaints a month re-
garding long-term park-
ing of trailers on streets,
creating parking and
safety issues.


CAMARILLO
from 3A


Port Hueneme. One of the
top sprinters in the world,
Mark Cavendish, who will
be in the race, can reach
nearly 50mph.
Through Oxnard and


PortHueneme the racewill
turn right onVentura Road
fromHuenemeRoad, lefton
Channel Island Boulevard
from Ventura Road, and
straight onto Harbor Bou-
levard fromChannel Island
Boulevard.
The race route through


Venturawill allow formul-
tipleviewingopportunities,
as riders make their way
along Harbor Boulevard to
Sanjon Road to Thompson
Boulevard to Ventura Ave-
nue.Another great viewing
spotwill be the climbalong
Highway 150 past Lake Ca-
sitas.
Organizers say the best


seat in the house will be
along the 6-mile climb up
Gibraltar Road for the fin-
ish. Gibraltar Road will be
closed to vehicles that day,
so spectators will have to
walk or ride their bikes up
for access. Therewill be no
shuttle service for the pub-
lic,buttherewillbeportable
toilets at various locations.
For drivers who encoun-


ter the race, organizers say


the riders should pass by
any given point in about
five minutes. The entire
race caravan is about one
mile in length, and theCali-
fornia Highway Patrol will
accompany the race.
Motorists are advised


there will be rolling road
closures at intersections.


Motoristsenteringandexit-
ingbusinessesalongtherace
route may be temporarily
delayed as the riders cycle
by driveways and intersec-
tions.
Oncoming traffic will be


stopped for about 15 min-
utes before the race. All
driveways exiting onto the


coursewill be closed as the
racepasses.
The race is expected to


pass through Oxnard and
Port Hueneme about 1 p.m.
before concluding in Santa
BarbaraCountyat 3:45p.m.
The race will be broad-


cast live on theNBCSports
Networkfrom2-4p.m.Tues-
day. For more information
visitwww.amgentourofcali-
fornia.com.


ATOC
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the outhouse to perfect it.
“We had wheels that


would turn and that
seemed tobe aproblem, so
we got rid of those,”Noble
said.
Theyhaveyet towinbut


it doesn’t seem tomatter.
“I love this,”Noble said.


“It’s different, unique and
exciting. Once the race
starts, it’s a lot of fun.”
He is only a spectator


now since he got hurt the
first year.
“I blew an ACL the first


year in the race,” Noble
said. “The kids do the
work.”
Noble’s 18-year-old


son Skye Noble pushed
the outhouse along with
Wyatt Reed, 19, who had
a sprained ankle. Nick
Logan, 18, sat on the
throne.
“I love it,” said Reed,


adding it was his second
year participating. “This
is my family, so I love to
be able to help.”
BrandonBarnes, who is


another one of Skye No-
ble’s friends said the injury
did not stop him.
“He’s still faster with a


sprained ankle than I am
without one,” Barnes said.


SkyeNoble enjoys com-
ing each year, he said.
“I’ve had a good time


every single year,” he said.
“It’s a lot of fun.”
John Noble said he will


be back next year and the
year after that.
“I am not retiring until


they say they’re not doing
this anymore,”Noble said.
“I’m here till the end.”


For the Nobles, it’s a
family tradition.
“That’s what Conejo


Valley Days is all about,
isn’t it?”Noble said. “Fam-
ily and fun.”


OUTHOUSE
from 3A


PHOTOS BY JOE LUMAYA/SPECIAL TO THE STAR


The crowd cheers as outhouse racers Ye Noble John (left) and Party Pooper head toward the finish line of the 4th annual Conejo
Valley Days Outhouse Races held Sunday in Thousand Oaks.


Rick Modlin, owner of Cal-State Site Services, gives Sheila Boyle a hug after she and her team
including Nick Auringer and Salvador Bustos win the 4th annual Conejo Valley Days Outhouse
Races.


I love this. It’s different, unique and
exciting. Once the race starts, it’s a


lot of fun.”
JohnNoble, Newbury Park team


S I M I VA L L E Y


Two injured in
rollover crash
Two people were taken


to a hospital after a car
crash Sunday afternoon
in Simi Valley, authorities
said.
The Ventura County


FireDepartment said it re-
sponded to a call about 3:17
p.m. reportingacrashnear
Country Club Drive and
Madera Road and found a
car rolled over.
Authorities said one


driverwas trapped in a car
and had to be extricated.
Both driverswere taken to
a hospital and treated for
minor injuries, authorities
said.
According to Simi Val-


ley Police, one driver was
later arrested on suspicion
of driving under the influ-
ence.
Police urged motorists


to avoid the area, as the


crash caused traffic back-
ups.
V E N T U R A


Police chaseends
withDUI arrest
After a police chase in


east Ventura late Saturday
night, a Carpinteria man
wasarrestedonsuspicionof
drivingunder the influence
andevadingofficers.
Ventura police said a


vehicle that was weav-
ing across lane lines was
stopped atTelephoneRoad
and Kimball Street shortly
after 11 p.m.
Astheofficerapproached


the vehicle, the suspect
drove away.
Theensuingchaselasted


about 3 miles. The suspect
stopped on Northbank
Drive near Montgomery
Avenue.HectorZamora,43,
ofCarpinteria,wasarrested.


Staff reports


Public safety briefs


O JA I


Poetwill read from
hisbookat library
Humorist poet John


Gentry will read from his
2012 edition of “Treading
Lightly: Not So Modern
Poetry in thePost-Modern
Age” at 1 p.m. Saturday at
theOjai Library, 111 E.Ojai
Ave.
Attendance is free. For


more information, call
RonSolórzano, city librar-
ian, at 218-9146.


Eventoffersadvice
onenergyupgrades
The seventh annual


Green Living Tour and
Home Show, hosted by
the Ojai Valley Green Co-
alition,will go from10a.m.
to 4 p.m. Saturday at The
MOB Shop, 110 W. Ojai
Ave.
The home show will


go from 10 a.m. to 3 p.m.
Guests will learn how to
save money with energy
upgrades.
Cost is $10. For more


information, visit www.
ojaivalleygreentour.com.
S I M I VA L L E Y


Arts commission
has threeopenings
The city of Simi Valley


seeks individuals interest-
ed in serving on the Simi
Valley Arts Commission.
The commission meets


quarterly to oversee the
operations and program-
ming of the Simi Valley
Cultural Arts Center. The
city seeks to fill three va-
cancies.
The successful appli-


cants will serve two-year
terms of office from July 1
to June 30, 2018.
To obtain an applica-


tion, visit the community
services department at
Simi Valley City Hall,
2929 Tapo Canyon Road,
or call Linda Fitzgerald at
583-6335.


The application dead-
line is 5 p.m. June 3.


Twowill speakat
upcomingmeeting
Soroptimist Interna-


tional of Simi Valley will
meet at 6 p.m. Thursday
at LostCanyonsGolfClub,
3301 Lost Canyons Drive.
Kira Davis and Jennifer


Van Laar will speak.
Reservations cost $22.


To RSVP, visit www.so-
roptimistsv.com.
V E N T U R A


Filmscreening
focusesonautism
NormalPeopleScareMe


Too, a film about autism
andHearts&ArtsAwards
Local autistic filmmaker
asks: ‘What is normal any-
way?’ in sequel film.
TheHearts&ArtsCali-


forniaRoadtrip, sponsored
by The Art of Autism and
Plaza Cinema 14, will have
a free film screening of
“Normal People Scare Me
Too,” a film about autism,
from7-9:30 p.m.Thursday
at Plaza Cinema 14, 255
West 5th St.
Hearts and Arts awards


will also be given to local
autism educators and ad-
vocates.
For more information,


call 487-8380.
W E S T L A K E V I L L AG E


Workshop focuses
onhomeownership
Kinecta Federal Credit


Union announced it will
host a free homebuyers
workshopon“Howtomake
yourHome Buying experi-
ence a Smart Move” from
10-11 a.m. Saturday at the
Westlake Village Member
ServiceCenter,973S.West-
lakeBlvd.
For more information,


visit www.kinecta.org/
Smart_Move. To RSVP,
emailhbsrsvp@kinecta.org
or call 866-347-6143.


Community briefs
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Last-minute power spring carries Sagan to Stage 1 win. 1B
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BARBERSHOP:THE NEXT CUT (PG13) (11:20) 10:00
MONDAY 16TH OXNARD FILM SOCIETY
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Peter Sagan (center right) wins Stage 1 of the Amgen Tour of California on Sunday in San Diego. The win continues an impres-
sive stretch for the Slovakian who won the world championship last September in Richmond, Va.


Slovakian superstar, and
continues one of the most
impressive stretches in re-
cent cycling history that
began on the opposite
coast.
Sagan won the world


championship lastSeptem-
ber inRichmond,Virginia.
The opening stage in-


clude only one serious
climb,midway through the
route,sotherewasplentyof
timeforthefieldtocometo-
gether.Anearlyseven-rider
breakaway never stood
much chance, and when it
was reduced to three, they
were swept up altogether
withabout2miles left togo.
The stage figured to be a


sprint finish all along, but
missingfromthefrontwere
severalofthesport’sbiggest
names—MarkCavendish,
AlexanderKristoffandJohn
Degenkolb.
Groenewegen, riding for


Lotto-Jumbo, took advan-
tage of his team’s strong
lead-out to make the first
moveat thefinish.Wippert
flashed by him in his Can-
nondale colors and looked
for amoment likehewould
give his U.S.-based team a
stunningvictory in thebig-
gest race onAmerican soil.


The two dark-horses
then watched the world’s
top-ranked rider storm
right past them.
The second stage on


Monday, a 92-mile ride
from Pasadena to Santa
Clarita, could give Sagan
anopportunitytohangonto
the leader’s jersey. There


are four rated climbs that
couldshakeupthefield,but
there’s alsoenoughtimeaf-
ter the final one to produce
another bunchedfinish.


TOUR
from 1B


what had been shaping
up as a runaway. This
time Day inf licted his
own damage by miss-
ing greens and flubbing
three chips on his way
to a bogey on the par-5
ninth hole that cut his
lead to two shots going
to a back nine filled with
possibilities.
With two quick birdies,


the outcome soonwas in-
evitable.
Day poured in a 15-foot


birdie on No. 10 and an-
other one from that range
on No. 12. His last chal-
lengewas tomake sure he
found land on the island-
green 17th, and his wedge
made it with about 10 feet
to spare.
“Playing the way I did


on the back side, just
bearing down, I’m going
to hold this memory for a
long time,” Day said.
He finished at 15-under


273, and he left his peers
wondering what it would
take to beat him when


Day is on his game.
“It’s no coincidence


he’s No. 1 in the world,”
Justin Thomas said after
closing with a Sunday-
best 65 to tie for third.
“He drives it extremely
far, extremely straight.
He hits it to the moon, so
he can access pins that
most people can’t. His
short game is ridiculous.
I think I’ve pretty much
covered it all there when
it comes to the golf.”
Day is the third No. 1


player to win The Play-
ers Championship, join-
ing Greg Norman (1994)
and Tiger Woods (2001
and 2013).
Perhaps evenmore tell-


ing about the state of his
game is that he joined
Woods, Tom Watson
and Johnny Miller as the
only players since 1970
to go wire-to-wire twice
in the same season. Day
led from start to finish at
the Arnold Palmer Invita-
tional at Bay Hill.
Day also won the Dell


Match Play, winning six
of his seven matches be-
fore the 18th green.


Chappell made bo-
gey on the final hole
at Bay Hill in losing to
Day. This time he tried
to catch up with a 32 on
the back nine. Day sim-
ply wouldn’t let anyone
catch him.
The consolation for


Chappell is that his third
runner-up finish this year
moves himwell inside the
top 50 in theworld, assur-
ing him exemptions into
the U.S. Open and British
Open this summer.
Thomas, who started


11 shots behind, stuck
around Sawgrass to see if
10-under 278 would have
a chance. He wound up
tied for third with Matt
Kuchar (68), Colt Knost
(69) and Ken Duke (72).
Hideki Matsuyama,


playing in the final group
with Day, was 3 over after
three holes and quickly
out of the mix. The pres-
sure didn’t come from
anyone else, rather from
Day. The Aussie hit only
three greens on the front
nine, dropping a shot on
No. 6 and having to make
a 15-foot par putt onNo. 7.


After chopping up the
rough to the right of the
ninth green, he had to
make a 6-foot putt for
bogey.
But he was flawless on


the back nine, going bo-
gey-free the entire week.
He now has a large


lead in the world ranking
over Jordan Spieth, who
missed the cut, and Rory
McIlroy at No. 3, whowas
never a factor on Sunday
at Sawgrass. Dating to his
81 last year at The Players
to miss the cut, Day has
finished out of the top 10
only seven times in his
last 20 starts.
Adam Scott referred to


it as “Tiger-esque.”
“That’s one of the


hardest things to do
when you are hot like
that, to keep pushing,”
Scott said. “But he has
a very strong desire to
achieve so much, and I
think probably his goals
are changing throughout
this period, and he’s ex-
pecting more and more
of himself. He’s got that
ability to push himself
and accomplish.”


GOLF
from 1B


Riders start the first stage of Sunday’s race. The second stage is Monday, a 92-mile ride from
Pasadena to Santa Clarita.


CYCLING


AMGEN TOUR OF CALIFORNIA
Sunday


At San Diego
First-stage leaders


A 109-mile stage beginning and ending
in San Diego


1. Peter Sagan, Tinkoff, Slovakia, 4
hours, 20minutes, 41 seconds.


2. Wouter Wippert, Cannondale,
Netherlands, same.


3. Dylan Groenewegen, Team Lotto
Jumbo, Netherlands, same.


4. Bryan Coquard, Team Direct En-
ergy, France, same.


5. Martijn Verschoor, Team Novo
Nordisk, Netherlands, same.


6. NiccoloBonifazio, TrekSegafredo,
Italy, same.


7. Ruben Guerreiro, Axeon Cycling,
Portugal, same.


8. Tom Boonen, Etixx-Quick-Step,
Belgium, same.


9. Jean-PierreDrucker, BMC, Luxem-
bourg, same.


10.Murphy John,UHC,UnitedStates,
same.


Overall standings
(After one stage)


1. Peter Sagan, Tinkoff, Slovakia, 4
hours, 20minutes, 31 seconds.


2. Wouter Wippert, Cannondale,


Nethlerlands, 4 seconds behind.
3. Michael Sheehan, Jelly Belly,


United States, :04.
4. Dylan Groenewegen, Team Lotto


Jumbo, Netherlands, :06.
5. Daniel Eaton, UHC, United States,


:07.
6. Joonas Henttala, Team Novo Nor-


disk, Finland, :08.
7. Bryan Coquard, Team Direct En-


ergy, France, :10.
8. Martijn Verschoor, Team Novo


Nordisk, Netherlands, :10.
9. NiccoloBonifazio, TrekSegafredo,


Italy, :10.
10. RubenGuerreiro, Axeon Cycling,


Portugal, :10.


ByDoug Feinberg
Associated Press


NEW YORK — Sugar Rodg-
ers has helped New York
get off to its best start since
2011.
Rodgers scored a ca-


reer-best 24 points and
Tina Charles added 24 to
lead the Liberty to a 79-
71 victory over the Dallas
Wings on Sunday in the
home opener.
The Liberty (2-0) had


the game’s first 11 points,
including the opening
eight byCharles,who add-
ed 11 rebounds. They led
by seven at the half before
theWings tied it at 43early
in the third quarter.Dallas
(1-1) couldn’t ever take the
lead andNewYork scored
13 of the next 17 points to
take command. Rodgers
hit six of her eight 3-point
tries.
“I’m just playing with


confidence right now,”
Rodgers said. “We knew
playing a back-to-back we
had to come out with en-
ergy.”
The Liberty, who are


fourth in the AP WNBA


power poll, got a big lift
from their reserves who
scored 28 points. Newly
acquiredAmandaZahuiB.
had 10 of them against her
former team. The Wings
tradedher to theLibertyon
Wednesday forNewYork’s
first round pick next year.
“I played more aggres-


sive today. It felt great to
win,” Zahui B. said. “Al-
ways want to win against
your former teammates.”
Zahui B. said she’s still


learning the New York
system.
“It just happened so


quick. Felt great to be out
there. Everyone on our
teamdid reallywell today.


I’m still trying to learn all
the plays. Don’t have them
all downyet. I’m just jump-
ing into the mix. Every-
one’s really supportive and
helpingmeout thatmakes
it so much easier.”
Dallas, which was sev-


enth in the poll, was with-
out Skylar Diggins for the
second straight game. She
is still recovering from an
ACL injury that forced her
tomissmost of last season.
“It’s the best I’ve felt


since the surgery,”Diggins
said. “I wish I had more
information. I don’t have
more information to give
you.YouknowIwant tobe
on the floor playing.”


WNBA


Libertywins homeopener overWings


ByTheAssociatedPress


PORTLAND, Ore. — Thomas
McNamara scored in the
65th minute to give New
York City FC a 2-1 victory
over the Portland Tim-
bers on Sunday.
McNamara’s 20-yard


shot curled around goal-
keeper Jake Gleeson and
into the upper corner of
the net for his third goal
of the season.
“I think today we


showed a different side
of our game. I think we
showed how determined
the team was and how
hard they’re working for
each other,” New York
City coach Patrick Vieira
said. “I was really pleased
with our team spirit, be-
cause there are not many
teams that’ll come here
and win games. But I was
really proud of the team,
because of the character
we showed tonight.”
Portland coach Ca-


leb Porter had a more
frustrated verdict on the
game.
“Cruel. It was as cruel a


gameas I’ve been apart of.
The reason I feel bad is I
thoughtwedominated the
game, from start to finish.
I thought we were excel-
lent,” Porter said. “By far,
our best performance of
the year on both sides of
the ball, the energy we
playedwith. And I it’s cru-
el because I thought, for
our guys to put in the ef-
fort that they put in today,
to not get anything out of
the game is very cruel. I
thought it’s a travesty the
way it played out.”
NYCFC (4-3-4) took


the lead in the 12th min-
ute under controversial
circumstances. Defender
RJ Allen appeared to use
his hands to knock the
ball away from Darling-
tonNagbe, but no foulwas
called. Instead, Allen sent
an inch-perfect 30-yard
rolling pass into the path
ofDavidVilla,whocalmly
shot the ball past Gleeson
for his eighth goal of the
season.
“I thinkHilarioGrajeda


is one of the best refs in
the league. I have a lot of
respect for him,” Porter
said. “After the game, he
admitted he didn’t see it,
but how does the fourth
(official) not see it? That’s
what they’re there for.
That was a blatant hand-
ball. You could see it from
miles away. And how four
guysmiss it, I don’t know.”
Portland (3-6-3) tied


it in the 55th minute.
Fanendo Adi fended off a
defender andmuscled his
way in to NYCFC pen-
alty area, where his shot
deflected off a New York
defender and beat goal-
keeper Josh Saunders. It
was Adi’s eighth goal of
the season, tying him for
the league lead with Villa
and SebastianGiovinco of
Toronto.
New York has won


three straight, tied for
the longest in the team’s
short history, tomove into
a tie for first place in the
Eastern Conference with
Montreal, at 16 points.
Meanwhile Portland,


the defending MLS Cup
champions, continues
to struggle early in the


season. TheTimbers have
lost three in a row and sit
second from the bottom in
the Western Conference
with 12 points.
Portland also saw its


injury list grow. Already
missing Diego Chara,
Adam Kwarasey, Darren
Mattocks and Alvas Pow-
ell, the Timbers lost Adi
to a possible hamstring
injury minutes after his
goal.


SPORTING KANSAS CITY 2,
ORLANDO CITY 1


KANSAS CITY, Kan. — Substi-
tute JacobPeterson scored
on a diving header in the
79th minute and Sporting
Kansas City beat Orlando
City 2-1 on Sunday.
Peterson’sgoalcameona


cross from Roger Espinoza
fromtherightcorner.Sport-
ing KC (5-6-2) dominated
play with 34 shots, 13 on
target. The victory broke a
seven-gamewinlessstretch.
Despitebeingoutplayed,


OrlandoCity(2-3-5) scored
first.Onacornerkick in the
67th minute, Cyle Larin
headed it from the far post
back into the goal box. Af-
terascramble, theball rico-
cheted off several legs and
over the goal line. It was
recorded as an own goal.
Kansas City drew even


in the 74th minute. Benny
Feilhaber chipped it into
the penalty area, Peterson
headed it into the center
of the field and Dominic
Dwyer flicked a header
near post past Joe Bendik
to even it up for his fifth
goal of the season and 41st
in hisMLS career.
OrlandoCity (2-3-5) has


a six-gamewinless streak.
DYNAMO 1, REAL SALT LAKE 0


HOUSTON — Giles Barnes
scored his fourth goal of
the season and the Hous-
ton Dynamo topped Real
Salt Lake 1-0 on Sunday.
Houston (3-6-2) had the


better of play most of the
match and broke through
in the 65th minute. Off a
goal kick, Barnes outran
defender Tony Beltran
down the left wing and
squeezed his right-footed
shot past JeffAttinella and
inside the far post.
TheDynamo’sErickTor-


reshadagoodchanceinthe
39thminute, buthisheader
from close range off a pass
from Damarcus Beasley
sailed justhigh.Barnesbeat
twodefenders forathrough
ball in the 48thminute, but
Attinella cameout tomake
aslidingsavenearthetopof
the penalty box andTorres
missed the follow-up high.
Four minutes later, David
Horst hit the crossbar off a
corner kick.
Houstonhaswon twoof


its past three games. RSL
has lost two straight and
falls to 5-3-2.


MLSROUNDUP


McNamaragoal
givesNYCFCwin


■ Rodgers,
Charles each
score 24 points


■ Portland
gives up score
in 65th minute


ALSO
Tour reaches Ventura County
on Tuesday. 3A


TROY WAYRYNEN/USA TODAY


Timbers defender Zarek Valentin (left) guards FC midfielder
Thomas McNamara during the second half at Providence
Park. New York FC won 2-1.


I think
today we


showed a dif-
ferent side of
our game. I
think we
showed how
determined the
teamwas and
how hard
they’re working
for each other.”


PatrickVieira,
New York City coach
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Ventura County Star - Monday, May 16, 2016.  Article(s) discuss how Amgen Tour of California rides through Hidden Valley on Potrero Road.
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Opinion


Editorial


SHAREYOURTHOUGHTS
Respond to editorials, letters to the editor
and columnists. Letters@VCStar.com


LETTERS


T H E S TA R « Monday, June 13, 2016 « 11A


EDITORIAL BOARD


SHANNA CANNON
PRESIDENT &


CHIEF REVENUE OFFICER


JOHN T. MOORE
EDITOR


KEN MARYANSKI
OPINION
EDITOR


DONNAMEESE
COMMUNITY


ENGAGEMENT EDITOR


V E N T U R A C O U N T Y


Keep them brief, no more than 300 words.
All letters are subject to editing. Give full name, address and telephone
number for verification; only name and hometownwill be published.
E-mail: letters@VCStar.com (preferred).
Postal address: Editor’s Letters, Ventura County Star, P.O. Box
6006, Camarillo 93011.
Fax: 437-0211.
Online: http://www.VCStar.com/news/opinion


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR


Editorials are the opinion of The Star as an institution. Editorial
Board members provide input to many editorials, but our opin-
ions as a newspaper do not necessarily represent their personal
views or the views of The Star employees. Letters, columns and
cartoons are selected to present a variety of viewpoints and do
not necessarily reflect the opinion of the newspaper.


The following editorial appeared in TheWash-
ington Post:
Given themany competing demands on the na-


tion’s limited resources, howhigh should increas-
ing Social Security benefits be on the priority list?
Veryhigh indeed, according toDemocraticParty


activists, who regard fatter checks for the elderly
as a hallmark of what true progressives believe.
That’s why both Hillary Clinton and Sen. Bernie
Sanders have embraced a version of the proposal
in their campaigns for president.
NowcomesPresidentObamawith adeclaration


in favor of “increas(ing) its benefits so that today’s
retirees and future generations get the dignified
retirement that they’ve earned.”
Thus did Obama finally capitulate to Demo-


cratic criticswhonever quite forgave his previous
willingness to trim Social Security cost-of-living
increases; he has now helped to cement the new
“progressive” orthodoxy.
Except that therewould not necessarily be any-


thingprogressiveabout anacross-the-boardSocial
Security increase, even one paid for by imposing
the payroll tax on wages and salaries above the
current $118,500 maximum, as the Democrats
suggest.
Theprogram requires thatmuchofwhat higher


earners pay in higher contributionswould have to
be returned to them as higher benefits.
An analysis by the Third Way think tank of


Sanders’ Social Security-boosting plan, themost
aggressive, found that it would confer five times
moremoney on the top 20 percent of earners than
on the bottom 20 percent.
Clinton, for her part, has proposedmore limited


benefit expansion, for widows and for those who
took significant time out of the paidworkforce to
care for children. Even that proposal, however,
is not targeted to the neediest in each category.
Not only does Social Security compete with


other spendingpriorities; there are alsocompeting
priorities within the program itself. Specifically,
revenue spent enhancing benefits cannot be used
to build up the Social Security Trust Fund, cur-
rently headed for depletion by 2034.
By all means, impose payroll taxes on more


earnings, as all Democrats now suggest— includ-
ingObama, although he never formally proposed
such a tax increase during his presidency.
Even top earners have only finite resources,


however; if you tax them more for Social Secu-
rity, it will be harder to tax them more for other
pressing needs.
Additional payroll taxes should be used to ex-


tend the trust fund, thus stabilizing overall federal
finances and preserving “fiscal space”; benefit
increases, if any, should be targeted to the very
poorest elderly.
In truth, the elderly as awhole are not theneedi-


est group in our society; far from it.
People65andolderare less likely thanthegeneral


public to live in poverty— and only half as likely
to live in poverty as children under 18, according
to the Census Bureau.
They have higher average income (from all


sources) than their counterparts in all but one
other industrialized democracy, according to the
Committee for a Responsible Federal Budget.
Some 44.8 percent of those 65 and up are “satis-


fied”with their financial situation, roughly twice
the level of comfort of all other age cohorts, ac-
cording to theNationalOpinionResearchCenter’s
2014 General Social Survey.
Yet in 2011, the federal government spent six


times asmuch on the elderly as it did on children.
Children can’t vote.


OTHERVOICES:


SocialSecurity
increase isnot
thatprogressive


Guy Goodship, Camarillo


Nomore taxes
It seems like every time


you pick up the paper, you
seewhere each city wants
a half-cent to one-cent in-
crease in our taxes. Our
elected officials know it
doesn’t sound like much,
but each of those half-
cents add up as it comes
from our pockets.
My pay isn’t increasing,


yet the cities want more
of my money. I don’t hear
about them ever reducing
the taxes, as they justwant
to keep adding towhat we
already pay.
California has some of


the highest taxes in the
United States, and they al-
wayswantmore. I’mat the
point that whenever they
say they want another in-
crease, I already knowmy
vote will be no.
I don’t see any transpar-


ency fromanyofourcities,
but I do see where elected
officials seem to always
vote themselves a raise
that we pay for. No more
increases for anything.


Richard Senate, Ventura


RiseofTrump
Those who follow the


rise of Donald Trump are
amazed that hehas,within
a short time, become the
nomineeof theRepublican
Party. He was dismissed
bymany pundits at first.
He has had phenom-


enal success because he
seems to showqualities of
leadership.His unabashed
anti-PC talk only gives
him a patina of original-
ity. America is so starved
for leadership after Bush
II and Obama that even


Trump’s abrasive brand
of New York talk seems
refreshing and new. This
is hard for many to see or
accept.
Hillary may have the


background, but she lacks
the passion. We well may
seeTrumpaspresident this
November. We can only
hope he handles the job as
well as he runs his busi-
nesses.WesurvivedBush I
and II andObama.Wewill
survive Trump, too.


Jeff McVicker, Camarillo


Fiesta fiasco
Re: Nathaniel Hun-


nicutt’s letterMay 23, “Ca-
marillo Fiesta”:
Mr. Hunnicutt says the


fiesta board confirmed
the amount of the loss
as $24,000. The district
attorney says the loss is
$25,846. The fiesta board
has to realize that details
matter.
Plus, while Mr. Mike


Morgan and Mr. Hun-
nicutt keep saying the
embezzlement was all
disclosed to Police Chief
MonicaMcGrath, we now
learn from the district at-
torney thatMorgan didn’t
even disclose Robert Ca-
pellini’s name to the chief,
never mind not giving her
any documentation. The
only reason the district
attorney got involved was
due to an anonymous let-
ter.
Morgan and Hunnicutt


keep saying that if they
didn’t get the funds back
from Capellini, there
would be no funds to do-
nate to the community.
Yet the tax returns of the
fiesta board show it still
had about three times
the amount of cash, even


after the embezzlement,
than is donated annually
($12,000) by the fiesta.
The fiesta board min-


utes also disclose that
Suzanne Kitchens, its
treasurer, speaking of the
checking account, “said
she did not have signature
authority when Rob was
president.” Who decided
that? Who on the board
agreed with that? Who-
ever that is should resign
nowfromtheboard.That’s
a total lack of internal con-
trols. The fact that two
signatures on each check
were required before Ca-
pellini further erodes con-
fidenceofwhat checks and
balances exist even today.
Without the fiesta dis-


closing specific changes
made after the embezzle-
ment was discovered,
along with an analysis of
howonepersoncould steal
for 10monthswithout get-
ting caught, I doubt Hun-
nicutt’s request for fiesta
support will be fulfilled.


Robert Camarillo, Oxnard


WharfNIMBY
Re: LauraineEffress’ let-


ter June 11, “Horrible har-
bor plan”:
Ms. Effress says Steve


Kinney’s views of Fisher-
man’sWharf are disingen-
uous. She is not telling the
true story about thewharf.
While it is true the area
was a thriving project at
one time, all projects have
a “real estate life.” Now
it’s time to bring new life
toChannel IslandsHarbor
and the wharf.
Whether she believes it


or not, there was a major
recession and economic
decline that resulted
in negative growth for


several years.Manydevel-
opers could not continue
with their plans, due to
the recession. Has Effress
complained to the city of
Oxnard or Port Hueneme
for the overdevelopment
of apartments in that
area? She should support
the Fisherman’s Wharf
project unless she and her
groupofNIMBYshave the
financial ability to finance
theirwishes for thewharf.
Bottom line: Her ulti-


mate concern is “not in
my backyard.” Using the
ingress and egress traffic
concern to scare Channel
Islands residents, as well
as telling residents “unde-
sirables” will invade their
neighborhood, is discrimi-
natory to residents of Ven-
tura County. We need to
rebuildFisherman’sWharf.


Elizabeth Rice Grossman,
Thousand Oaks


Share the road
Potrero Road is not a


bike lane. We live in Hid-
den Valley with one two-
lane road in and out. We
have a bike lane for a por-
tion of Potrero, and after
the Sherwood Country
Club entrance, the bike
lane ceases to exist. Bik-
ers who ride two or four
abreast pose a danger to
both riders and cars.
I recently encountered


three sets of riders rid-
ing abreast. I’m willing to
share the road and I do,
but bike ridersmust do the
same. I love ridingmybike
and I treat all bikers with
respect. I am asking for a
little quid pro quo.
Please ride single-file in


areas without bike lanes.
“Share the road” is not a
one-way street.


Many employee con-
tracts have a “severe
clause” that allows ter-
mination for extremely
bad behavior without the
normal lengthy documen-
tation process. We can
impeach a president. But
what do we do with pre-
sumptive candidates who
have secured enough del-
egates to ensure their se-
lection at their respective
party conventions if they
are charged with a crime?
The last thing any busi-


ness owner or political
party tends to focus on
is how to handle an em-
ployee or a candidatewho
is charged with a crime,
much lesswhether they’re
convicted. However, even
if you consider this is an
unlikely scenario, it’s a
good idea to have at least
general rules or a “severe
clause” to clarify what to
do should the unthinkable
occur.
There is clear evidence


that many Americans are
depressed and frustrated
with their choices in No-
vember. Both candidates
have earned their dele-
gates fairly, and both have
loyal supporters who are
more than pleased with
the choices they have. But
recentpolls have indicated
that such support on both
sides of our divide are far
from enthusiastic. Nei-
ther candidate is rated as
trustworthy by a majority
of voters.


There is also evidence,
despite denials by the can-
didatesandtheircampaign
teams, that bothpresumed
candidates have potential
legal issues facing them.
Whether it’s fraud alle-
gations regarding Trump
University or the illegal
use of a private server for
state department emails
and foundation donations,
enough questions remain
to cause concern for both
parties.
With these allegations


hanging over their heads,
bothpartieswouldbewise
to consider adding a “se-
vere clause” to their party
convention to-do list. De-
finingwhatwouldwarrant
terminating a campaign
for cause would be a chal-
lenge as it is for any orga-
nization.
The U.S. Court of Ap-


peals for theNinthCircuit,
in Marmoleio-Campos v.
Gonzales, tried clarifying
themeaning of the phrase
“moral turpitude” in justi-
fying termination. Black’s
Law Dictionary defines
moral turpitude as mean-
ing “conduct that is con-
trary to justice, honesty,


or morality.”
The court tried quoting


precedent from an earlier
case: “Moral turpitude
means, in general, shame-
ful wickedness — so ex-
treme a departure from
ordinary standardsofhon-
est, good morals, justice,
or ethics as to be shock-
ing to the moral sense of
the community. It has also
been defined as an act of
baseness, vileness, or de-
pravity in the private and
social duties which one
personowes to another, or
to society in general, con-
trary to the accepted and
customary rule of right
andduty betweenpeople.”
Although that sounds


clear, it remains vague,
depending on whose val-
ues andwhich community
you pick to judge a candi-
date’s behavior. Getting
a country, much less a
party of partisans, to ac-
cept a judgment regard-
ing a candidate’s actions
being evidence of “moral
turpitude”wouldbeall but
impossible.
Parties could adopt a


clause focused on legal ac-
tion: A candidate’s admis-
sion or conviction of, or
plea of nolo contendere to,
a felonyor anyother crime
involvingmoral turpitude
ormisrepresentationother
than a crime punishable
only by a fine or other
noncustodial penalty will
result in immediate ter-
mination as the party’s


presidential candidate.
Unfortunately, the


time required to charge
and convict a candidate
would make such a clause
unworkable. But it’s clear
that even a candidate
being charged with a
crime could clearly hurt
the chances of his or her
election. Would either
candidate being charged
impact your vote? Under
what conditions should a
party act to find a more
viable candidate? Should
it free delegates to pick a
candidatenot under threat
of legal action despite the
delegate count?
If you feel this is awaste


of time, thinkback toRich-
ard Nixon andWatergate.
The legal process grabbed
the attention of the coun-
try and threatened to un-
dermine our republic and
diminish our reputation
around the world.
Only Nixon’s resigna-


tion as president helped
our country avoid a po-
tential Constitutional cri-
sis involved inprosecuting
and removing an elected
president. Even with his
resignation, the country
had to endure a difficult
and divisive transition of
power to a new president.
May we learn from our
past to ensure our future.


Terry Paulson, of Agoura Hills,
is a speaker and author of “The
Optimism Advantage.” Email
him at terry@terrypaulson.com.


Canparties fire their nominees?


TERRY
PAULSON


COLUMNIST
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Club Events - Conejo Valley Cyclists


http://www.cvcbike.org/club-events.html[05/03/2016 1:47:49 PM]


Members Meetings


 HOME  CVC RIDE
 INFO


 CVC CLUB
 INFO


 CVC
 RACING


 CRUISIN' THE
 CONEJO


 ABOUT  CART
 (0)


Be sure to attend our regular CVC Members' Meetings
 at one of the local bike shops or at the Westlake
 Village Public Library. Meetings are generally held on
 the 4th Wednesday of the month (odd monthly only).
 the 2016 meeting dates are tentative. All start times
 are 7pm, unless otherwise note via email. Date,
 location, and time are subject to change. Be sure to
 add your name to the "members" email list once you
 have become a member. 


Wed, 1/27: Michaels Bicycles (Confirmed)
Wednesday, March 23th (Large Room): Tentatively scheduled at
 Westlake Cyclery
ednesday, May 25th (Large Room): Tentatively scheduled at JRA Bike
 & Brew
Wednesday, July 27rd (Large Room): Tentatively scheduled at Franco
 Bicycles
Wednesday, September 28th (Large Room): Tentatively scheduled at
 Winn’s


Ride of Silence  


Join the Ride of Silence to honor fellow bicyclists who
 have been injured or killed by motorists. The Ride of
 Silence allows us the opportunity to help raise
 awareness of bicyclist’s rights to the road, and to let
 motorists, the public, and bicyclists know we all share
 the same roads. Join fellow bicyclists in solemn
 remembrance on a short 10 mile ride escorted by the
 Thousand Oaks Police on roads we all share. By taking
 part in the Ride of Silence, you will help educate drivers
 to be more vigilant when approaching cyclists on roads
 we share.


Search


Club Events - Conejo Valley Cyclists


http://www.cvcbike.org/club-events.html[05/03/2016 1:47:49 PM]


 Proudly powered by Weebly


Copyright © 2015


HELMETS MANDATORY!
All participants under the age of 18 years must
 be accompanied by a parent.


Cruisin' the Conejo


For over 30 years, Cruisin’ the Conejo has been the
 Conejo Valley’s largest annual  bicycling charity event.
 Presented by Conejo Valley Cyclists, this annual cycling
 charity event draws over 1,000 riders, vendors,
 volunteers, and non-profit organizations from all over
 Southern California and the United States. Click below
 to be part of it.


CVC Memorial Ride


This annual ride takes place the second week of January
 and remembers past members who shared not only our
 roads but our lives as well. The CVC Memorial ride is
 conducted in memory of those friends we have lost.
 Lost not to a car or bicycle accident but to the everyday
 events of life. It serves as a good reminder to live in
 the moment and to appreciate our friends and family.
 We hope you can join us.


Home About Admin Become a Member Contact


Routes - Register Now! Before prices go up...


http://www.cruisintheconejo.org/routes.html[05/03/2016 1:45:59 PM]


REGISTER NOW
WE RIDE RAIN or SHINE


Report a map errorMap data ©2016 Google Terms of Use


Registration/Start/Finish &
 EXPO located at
Skyworks Solutions
649 Lawrence Dr.
Newbury Park, CA 91320


All Maps and Cuesheets will be
 available for download 1 week prior to
 event.


THIS IS A RULES of THE ROAD
 EVENT.


Saturday, May 7, 2016
 ALL NEW ROUTES!!!


Register Now! Before prices go up...


     


 


 HOME  REGISTRATION  ROUTES
 EVENT
 INFO  EXPO  VOLUNTEER


 CONTACT  FAQ


Routes - Register Now! Before prices go up...


http://www.cruisintheconejo.org/routes.html[05/03/2016 1:45:59 PM]


 


 


"CRUISIN' for a BRUISIN" Double
 Metric:
6:30 a.m. Start Time
This NEW ROUTE will be worth the
 challenge to everyone who goes for it.
 This 125 mile route warms the riders
 legs up as we take you through
 Newbury Park and down the famous
 Norwegian Grade. It continues
 through the groves of Moorpark and
 Somis out to the flats of Camarillo and
 Oxnard.  From there you will hit the
 coast and head down the gorgeous
 Pacific Coast Highway past the iconic
 Pt Mugu rock. After a spectacular
 glide past the waves and the fresh sea
 air, you head into the cycling Mecca
 that is the Santa Monica Mountains
 with a climb up Mullholland, a plunge
 back to the coast via Encinal Cyn and
 then through Malibu for the final
 bruising climb up Latigo Cyn. After a
 breathtaking descent back into the
 Conejo Valley, the ride then takes you
 on a jaunt past the Lake at Westlake
 and through the beautiful North Ranch
 area before a final run Into Thousand
 Oaks and the Finish.


CRUISIN' FOR A BRUISIN' 125 MILE
 DOUBLE METRIC


"NEW" Coastal Century:
7:00 AM Start Time
Our all new 100 mile Coastal Century
 Route takes you out of the Conejo
 Valley and down the famous
 Norwegian Grade. It continues
 through the picturesque groves of


 


Routes - Register Now! Before prices go up...


http://www.cruisintheconejo.org/routes.html[05/03/2016 1:45:59 PM]


 Moorpark and Somis to the flats of
 Camarillo and Oxnard.  From there
 you will hit the coast and head down
 the gorgeous Pacific Coast Highway
 past the iconic Pt Mugu rock. After a
 spectacular glide past the waves and
 the fresh sea air, you head up into the
 cycling mecca that is the Santa
 Monica Mountains over Mullholland,
 and take a breathtaking descent back
 into the Conejo Valley. The ride then
 takes you on a jaunt past the Lake at
 Westlake, through famous old Agoura
 and the beautiful North Ranch area
 before a final run Into Thousand Oaks
 and the Finish.


VIEW 100 MILE COASTAL
 CENTURY ROUTE


 


 


 


"NEW" 62 Mile Coastal Metric:
8:00am Start Time
This NEW coastal metric century
 heads out through the scenic hills
 of Dos Vientos, down through
 Potrero Valley, past Cal State
 Channel Islands and to the flats of
 Camarillo, From there you will hit
 the coast and head down the
 gorgeous Pacific Coast Highway
 past the iconic Pt Mugu rock.
 After a spectacular glide past the
 waves and the fresh sea air, you


Routes - Register Now! Before prices go up...


http://www.cruisintheconejo.org/routes.html[05/03/2016 1:45:59 PM]


Classic 35 Mile Cruisin' the Conejo
 Route:
9:00am Start Time
Our Classic 35 mile ride starts through
 the heart of the beautiful Conejo
 Valley. You then take a jaunt past the
 gorgeous Lake at Westlake, a
 stunning stroll through the iconic
 Hidden Valley, and a quick spin
 through Dos Vientos that will have you
 arriving 
back just in time for our famous lunch.


35 MILE CRUISIN THE CONEJO
 ROUTE


 


 head up into the cycling mecca
 that is the Santa Monica
 Mountains over Mullholland, and
 take a breathtaking descent back
 into the Conejo Valley. The ride
 then takes you on a jaunt past the
 Lake in Westlake Village,and the
 beautiful North Ranch area before
 a final run Into Thousand Oaks
 and the Finish.


VIEW 62 MILE METRIC
 CENTURY ROUTE


10 Mile Guided Kids Cruise:
11:30am Start Time
(Parental Supervision Required
 for Children)
This is a great route for kids and
 adults that just want to go on a
 nice bicycle ride and be involved
 in our premier Cycling Event.
 Most types of bicycles are fine to
 ride as there are only a few very
 gently rolling hills as we ride along
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Conejo Valley Cyclists have an annual event in May that uses Potrero Road for the event.  







Some Local Rides - Conejo Valley Cyclists


http://www.cvcbike.org/some-local-rides.html[05/03/2016 1:42:08 PM]


Where we ride...
Here is a list of local routes that the club frequently rides. Click the name of the route to find the link. All rides start from the regular CVC start
 location at the corner of Westlake Blvd. & Agoura Rd.


 HOME  CVC RIDE
 INFO


 CVC CLUB
 INFO


 CVC
 RACING


 CRUISIN' THE
 CONEJO


 ABOUT  CART
 (0)


Carlisle Canyon and Hidden Valley


North Ranch, Agoura, Westlake


Wildwood Loop from Westlake


Malibu Lake from Westlake


Upper Encinal via Agoura Rd & Rock Store Climb


Hidden Valley, Dos Vientos, La Granada from Westlake


Wood Ranch Loop from Westlake


7 Minute Hill via Las Virgines from Westlake


Channel Island College; PCH; Mulholland from Westlake 


Hidden Valley Lake Sherwood Top of Rockstore Westlake Lake



http://www.cvcbike.org/

https://www.facebook.com/groups/131653973515124/

https://www.facebook.com/groups/131653973515124/

https://twitter.com/cvcbike

https://twitter.com/cvcbike

http://www.cvcbike.org/

http://www.cvcbike.org/cvc-ride-info.html

http://www.cvcbike.org/cvc-ride-info.html

http://www.cvcbike.org/cvc-club-info.html

http://www.cvcbike.org/cvc-club-info.html

http://www.cvcbike.org/cvc-racing.html

http://www.cvcbike.org/cvc-racing.html

http://www.cvcbike.org/cruisin-the-conejo.html

http://www.cvcbike.org/cruisin-the-conejo.html

http://www.cvcbike.org/about.html

https://ridewithgps.com/routes/13353534

https://ridewithgps.com/routes/13353725

https://ridewithgps.com/routes/13353991

http://ridewithgps.com/routes/289483

http://ridewithgps.com/routes/289498

http://ridewithgps.com/routes/290239

http://ridewithgps.com/routes/998036

http://ridewithgps.com/routes/1033071

http://ridewithgps.com/routes/1366600

http://www.cvcbike.org/uploads/6/1/4/5/61456407/3494572_orig.jpg

http://www.cvcbike.org/uploads/6/1/4/5/61456407/3494572_orig.jpg

http://www.cvcbike.org/uploads/6/1/4/5/61456407/9758469_orig.jpg

http://www.cvcbike.org/uploads/6/1/4/5/61456407/9758469_orig.jpg

http://www.cvcbike.org/uploads/6/1/4/5/61456407/396641_orig.jpg

http://www.cvcbike.org/uploads/6/1/4/5/61456407/396641_orig.jpg

http://www.cvcbike.org/uploads/6/1/4/5/61456407/3744197_orig.jpg

http://www.cvcbike.org/uploads/6/1/4/5/61456407/3744197_orig.jpg

http://www.cvcbike.org/uploads/6/1/4/5/61456407/3494572_orig.jpg

http://www.cvcbike.org/uploads/6/1/4/5/61456407/9758469_orig.jpg

http://www.cvcbike.org/uploads/6/1/4/5/61456407/396641_orig.jpg

http://www.cvcbike.org/uploads/6/1/4/5/61456407/3744197_orig.jpg
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MapMyRide shows longer and shorter version of route through Hidden Valley.
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Approximate location of county project.
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Page 23 of 26STATE OF CALIFORNIA • DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
ATP CYCLE 3 APPLICATION FORM 
DLA-001 (NEW 4/2016) 
v1.1


Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #7 


QUESTION #7 
LEVERAGING OF NON-ATP FUNDS (0-5 POINTS)


A. The application funding plan will show all federal, state and local funding for the project: (5 points max.) 


Based on the project funding information provided earlier in the application, the following Leveraging and Matching amounts are designated 
for this project.  If these numbers do not match the applicant’s expectations, the numbers shown earlier need to be revised.


PA&ED Phase Project Delivery Costs:
Leveraging Funding: Designate the Funding Type: Not applicable.


Designate the Funding Type:  LRF - $70,000; TOF - $5,000        Match Funding:          $ 75,000   


PS&E Phase Project Delivery Costs:
Leveraging Funding:


Match Funding: $340,000 


Right of Way Phase Project Delivery Costs:
Leveraging Funding:


Match Funding: $ 10,000 


Construction Phase Project Delivery Costs:
Leveraging Funding: $0.00 


Match Funding: $0.00 


NON-INFRASTRUCTURE (NI) AND "PLAN" PROJECTS:
Leveraging Funding: $0.00 


Match Funding: $0.00 


OVERALL TOTALS FOR PROJECT/APPLICATION:


% of Total Project Cost:  0.00 %


Total Project Costs: $2,530,000 


Leveraging Funding: $0.00 


Match Funding: $   435,000 % of Total Project Cost:  17.19 %


* Non-ATP funding can only be considered “Leveraging” funding if it goes towards ATP eligible costs.
** The portion of the Leveraging funding that can be used as the local match if Federal ATP funding is programmed.  


Total Points received for “leveraging funding”: (Auto-calculated)


Words Remaining: 70
Optional:  If desired, clarifications can be added to explain the leveraging funding and its intended use on the ATP project. 
(Max of 100 Words)


Note about Funding - May 26, 2016
Our cost estimates in the pdf show the cost break-down.  The Total Project Cost is $2,530,000 (County - $1,910,000; City - $620,000).  The 
Participating/Non-Partipating break-down is $2,095,000 and $435,000 respectively.  The county/city combined PE, Env, and R/W of $340,000, 
$85,000, and $10,000 will come from the County Local Road Fund and City of T.O. Funds.  The City of T.O. will reimburse the County via a Project 
Work Agreement for city-related costs.  The County will design and construct the project.


 
 
 


The request for ATP Cycle 3 funds is for the Construction and Construction Engineering for the Project, $1,870,000 and $225,000 respectively.  The 
County of Ventura PWA Advanced Planning Division is writing the application and it is unknown exactly what funds the City of Thousand Oaks will 
use to reimburse the County of Ventura for the city-related design and construction costs.  The County of Ventura will be the lead agency for the 
construction of the bike lanes on the 1.4 miles of county roadway and 500 feet of city roadway.


Leveraging Funds 
Non-matching funds - funds already expended by the applicant or funds programmed for use on elements within the requested ATP project.  
Matching Funds - non-federal funds not yet expended, provided by the applicant after award of an ATP project within in a specific project phase.


Designate the Funding Type: Not applicable.


Designate the Funding Type:  LRF - $270,000; TOF - $70,000


Designate the Funding Type: Not applicable.


Designate the Funding Type:  LRF - $10,000; TOF - $0


Designate the Funding Type: Not applicable.


Designate the Funding Type:  Not applicable.


Designate the Funding Type: Not applicable.


Designate the Funding Type:  Not applicable.


Potrero Road Bike Lanes
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Cost breakdown for Question #7.  The form did not work properly.





		Blank Page



		9zb21lLWxvY2FsLXJpZGVzLmh0bWwA: 

		form1: 

		q: 搜索












Form Date: April,2016 ATP Cycle 3 Call for Proþcß - Application Form - Attachment A


Part C: Attachments
Attachment A: Signature Page


IMPORTANT: Appllcations will not be accepted without all required signatures.


lmplementing Agency: Chief Executive O'fflcer, Public Works D¡rector, or other officer authorized by the governing board
The undersigned affirms that their agency wlll be the "lmplementing Agency'' for the proJect if funded with ATP funds and they are


the Chief Executive Officer, Public Works Director or other officer authorized by their governing board w¡th the authorlty to
commit the agency's resources re also affirmin8 that the statements contained in thls appllcatlon package are


For ¡nfrastructure projects, the undersigned affirms that they are the manager oftrue and complete to the best
the publlc right-of-way for their maintenance and operationI or authorlty over thls pos¡tion


S¡gnature:


Name:


Title:


5¡gnature


Name:


Title:


For projects w¡th a Partner¡nt Agencv: Chief Executive Officer or other offlcer authorized by the governlng board
(For use only when appropriote)
The undersigned affirms that their agency is committed to partner w¡th the "lmplementing Agenqy'' and agrees to assume the
responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the facility upon completion by the implementing agency and they
intendtodocumentsuchagreementpertheCTCBuidelines. TheundersignedalsoaffirmsthattheyaretheChief ExecutlveOfflcer
or other officer authorized by rning board with the authority to commit the agency's resources and funds. They are also


affirming that the in this e package are true and complete to the best of thelr knowledge.


Date: 5'")'ll'5¡gneture:


Name:


Title:


Phone: lo5'4'11 ' AILl¿l
Pv e-mail: JSPUAAI^I r'Tot+k-S 'oP(r


For projecÈs with encroachments on the State r¡ght-of-way: Caltrans District Traffic Operations Office Approval'
(For use only when øpptopt¡dte)
lf the applicatlon's project proposes improvements with¡n a freeway or state highway right-of-way, whether it affects the safety or
operations of the facility or not, it is required that the proposed improvements be reviewed by the dlstrict traffic operatlons office
and either a letter of support/acknowledgement from the traffic operations offlce be attached or the signature of the traffic
manager be secured ln the application. The Caltrans letter and/or signature does not imply approval ofthe project, but instead is


only an acknowledgement that Caltrans District staff is aware of the proposed project; and upon initial review, the project appears
to be reasonable and acceptable.


ls a letter of support/acknowledgement attached? _ lf yes, no signature is required. lf no, the following signature is requlred,


Date:


Phone:


e-mail:


Date:


Phone:


e-mail:


I ContacttheDistrictLocalAssistanceEngineer(DLAE)fortheprojecttogetCaltransTrafficOpscontact¡nformation. DLAEcontact¡nformationcan
be found at http://www.dot.ca.govlhq/LocalPrograms/dlae.htm
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Form Date: April,2016 CYcle 3 ATP CallforProjects-Application Form - Attachment B


ATP Engineer's Checklist for lnfrastructure Projects


Required for "lnfrastructure" applications ONLY


This application checklist is to be used by the engineer in "responsible charge" of the preparation of th¡s ATP


application to ensure all of the primary elements of the application are included as necessary to meet the CTC's


requirements for a pSR-Equivalent document (per CTC's ATP Guidelines and CTC's Adoption of PSR Guidelines -


Resolution G-gg-33) and to ensure the application is free of critical errors and omissions; allowing the applicat¡on to


be accurately ranked in the statewide and regional ATP selection processes.


Special Considerations for Engineers before they Sign and Stamp this document attesting to the accuracy of the


application:
Chopter 7; Articte 3; Section 6735 of the professional Engineer's Act of the Stote of Catifornio requires engineering colculotion(s) or


report(s) be either prepared by or under the responsible chorge of o licensed civil engineer. Since the corresponding ATP


!nfrastructure-opptication defines the scope of work of a future civil construct¡on proiect ond requires complex engineering principles


and colculations which are based on the best data ovailable at the time of the opplicotion, the opplicotion must be signed and


stomped by o licensed civil engineer.


By signing ond stomping this document, the engineer is attesting to this appticotion's technical informotion and engineering data


upon which locol agency's recommendations, conclusions, ond decisions are mode. This oction is governed by the Professional


Engineer's Act ond the corresponding Code of Professionol Conduct, under Sections 6775 ond 6735'


The following checklist is to be compteted by the engineer in "responsible charge" of defining the project's Scope,


Gost and Schedule per the expectations of the CTC's PSR Equivalent. The checklist is expected to be used during the


preparation of the documents, but not initialed and stamped by the engineer until the final application and


application attachments are complete and ready for submission to Caltrans.


1. Vicinity map /Location map Engineer's lnitials: 6r.È
a. The project limits must be clearly depicted in relationship to the overall agency boundary


2. Project layout-plan/map showing existing and proposed conditions must: Engineer's Initials:6Þ
a. Be to a scale which allows the visual verification of the overall project "construction" limits and limits of each


primary element of the pro.¡ect. scale must be showì on the plan/map


b. Show the full scope of the proposed project, including any non-participating construction ¡tems


c. Show all changes to existing motorized/non-motorized lane and shoulder widths. Label the proposed widths


d. Show agency's right of way (ROW lines when permanent or temporary ROW impacts are possible. (As


appropriãte, also show Caltrans', Railroad, and all other government agencies ROWlines)


3. Typical cross-section(s) showing existing and proposed conditions. Engineer's lnitials: G\l
(tnctude cross-secfio n for each controtting configuration that varies significantly from the typical)


a. Show and dimension: changes in lane widths, ROW lines, side slopes, etc.


4. Detailed Engineer's Estimate Enginee/s lnitials: G\l
a. The Caltrans Project Estimate (Attachment F) must be filled out per the instructions and attached to the


application, in the appropriate location.


b. Each of the main project elements are broken out into separate construction items. The costs for each item


are based on calculated quantities and appropriate correspond¡ng unit costs


c. All non-participating costs in relation to the ATP funding are clearly identified and accounted for separately


from the eligible coéts. The non-participating (or ineligible) costs must be consistent with Caltrans guidelines


as shown in Local Assistance Program Guidelines cl'øpter 22.6


d. All pro¡ect elements the applicant intends to utilize the CCC, certified community conservation corps, or tribal


corps on need to be clearly identified and accounted for


e. All project development costs to be funded by the ATP need to be accounted for in the total project cost







Form Date: April,2016 Cycle 3 ATP CallforPrqiects-Application Form - Attachment B


5. Grash/Safety Data, Gollision maps and Countermeasures: Enginee/s lnitials:þgl
a. Confirmation that crash data shown is depicted accurately, is shown to scale, and occurred within influence


area of proposed improvements.


6. Project Schedule and Requested programming of ATP funding Engineer's lnitials: (-Ç
a. All applicants must anticipate receiving federal ATP funding for the prgect and therefore the prolect


schedules and programming included in the application must account for all applicable federal requirements


and timeframes.


b. "Completed Dates" for project Milestone Dates shown in the application have been reviewed and verifled


c. "Expected Dates" for prolect Milestone Dates shown in the application account for all reasonable project


timetables, including: lnteragency MOUs, Caltrans agreements, CTC allocations, FHWA authorizations,
federal environmental studies and approvals, federal right-of-way acquisitions, federal consultant selections,


pro.tect permits, etc.


d. The fiscal year and funding amounts shown in the PPR must be consistent with lmplementing Agency's


expected project milestone dates and available matching funds.


7. Warrant studies/guidance (Gheck if not applicable) Engineeds lnitials: G-"t
\-¿ a. For new Traffic Control Signals - an engineering study that includes analysis of Signal Warrants 1- 9


z\ N /A (CA MUTCD) must be submitted. For ATP funding, warrants 4, 5 or 7 should be met but the final


decision to install a signal must be made by the engineer. The engineering study (and any additional
documentation of the engineering judgment supporting the Traffic Control Signal, if needed) must


include the name and license number of the responsible engineer and must be attached to the


application in the "Additional Attachments" section.


8. Additional narration and documentation: Engineeds lnitials: 6.e
a. The text in the "Nanative Questions" in the application is consistent with and supports the engineering logic


and calculations used in the development of the plans/maps and estimate


b. \Men needed to clariñ7 non-standard ATP project elements (i.e. vehicular roadway widening necessary for
the construction of the primary ATP elements); appropriate documentation is attached to the application to


document the engineering decisions and calculations requiring the inclusion of these non-standard elements.


Licensed Engineer: Engineer's Sta m p:


l,lane [ost, Flrst/:


Title: l¿t¡ (gz\\¡téù g
Engineer License N um ber â993o


S ig n a t u re : ¡\srSsñ\-s-\.l,\ .


Date:


Em ail:


Phone:


\
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1. Maintain a land use and traffic flow database, 
with information available to all public and 
private agencies involved in transportation 
planning in Ventura County. 
 


2. Improve jurisdictional coordination to ensure 
consistent consideration, analysis and mitigation 
of the impacts of the local development on the 
regional transportation system. 


 


3. Support and encouragement of a pattern of 
development that reduces, shortens, and/or 
eliminates vehicle rips. 


 


4. Identify the potential impacts of new 
development on the transportation system as 
soon as possible in the development review 
process. 


 


5. Encourage land use and transportation policies 
that promote transit use, bicycling, ridesharing 
and walking. 


 


6. Include those agencies/departments 
responsible for transit, bicycle and pedestrian 
planning and services in the review cycle for 
new developments and specific plans. 


 


7. Support the cooperative development and 
execution of reciprocal traffic agreements 
between local jurisdictions within the county. 


 
 


$
���
��	���%	���
 


8. Minimize traffic congestion in Ventura County. 
 


9. Maximize the use of the existing roadway 
network through demand management 
strategies. 


 


10. Coordinate the planning and programming of 
road improvements among neighboring 
jurisdictions. 


 


11. Maintain, and periodically update a countywide 
transportation model capable of projecting 
future traffic volumes, and their origin, on the 
CMP road network. 


 


 
 


 
12. Continue to collect, and use, traffic data and 


level of service analyses sufficient to evaluate 
the current operation of the CMP road network. 
 


13. Support system-management approaches to 
improving the operation of the CMP road 
network. 
 


14. Work with Caltrans to identify their specific roles 
and responsibilities in the CMP process, 
especially with respect to the preparation and 
implementation of deficiency plans involving the 
state highway system. 


 


15. Provide appropriate technology infrastructure 
(e.g. conduits, pull boxes and fiber cable) in the 
design of all future highway construction 
projects. 


 


16. Improve traffic management through the use of 
technology and regional cooperation. 


 
 


��	���
�$��!����
 


17. Encouragement of public transit services that 
meet local and regional mobility needs. 
 


18. Provide, where feasible, transit service along 
major commute corridors and to areas of high 
employment. 


 


19. Support of making public transit services as 
convenient and easy to use as possible. 


 


20. Further the benefits of increased transit use by 
supporting the conversion to clean fuel bus 
fleets, and support facilities, as part of regular 
vehicle replacement programs. 


 


21. Improve the ability of passengers to transfer 
from one transit service to another, using 
technology such as Smart Card and NextBus. 


 


22. Preserve potential and identified future 
transportation corridors to the maximum extent 
feasible. 
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23. Continue local agency implementation of 
the TDM Facilities Ordinance 


 


24. Encourage the provision of facilities for 
carpooling, vanpooling, bicycling and 
walking. 


 


25. Construct additional and, where 
appropriate, upgrade existing bikeways and 
pedestrian facilities that serve commute 
corridors, and employment and 
transportation centers. 


 


26. Implement the reasonably available 
transportation control measures in Ventura 
County’s Air Quality Management Plan. 
 


27. Support programs and facilities that 
increase opportunities for telecommuting. 


 


28. Maintain a mechanism for providing on-
going funding to support the maintenance 
of Class I bicycle paths. 


 


29. Encourage programs for flexible work hours 
or alternative work schedules. 


�
�


(����!����
�
 


30. Support of the smooth flow of goods 
needed to sustain and enhance local 
economic activity. 


 


31. Support transportation improvement 
projects, which improve access to the Port 
of Hueneme and other large freight activity 
centers, and encourage the Port and other 
beneficiaries to financially participate in 
such projects where appropriate. 


 


32. Encourage, where appropriate, the 
movement of goods by rail. 
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Note:  To reduce the number of pages in the application, we reduced the page sizes to 4:1 or 2:1.  Highlighed excerpts are rewritten here below.







 


 
2.  GOALS AND OBJECTIVES 


2.1  VENTURA COUNTYWIDE BICYCLE MASTER PLAN SPECIFIC GOALS AND OBJECTIVES 


This section presents the specific goals and policies for the Ventura Countywide Bicycle Master Plan.  
Goals provide the context for the specific objectives and actions discussed in the Bike Plan.  The goals 
provide the long-term vision and serve as the foundation of the plan, while the objectives provide more 
specific descriptions of actions to undertake to implement the plan and form the basis of specific policies.  
These goals and objectives are based in part on the policies identified in the 1996 VCTC Bicycle Plan, with 
modifications and additions to reflect current needs.   


Goal 1:  Expand and Optimize Ventura County’s Bicycle Facilities 


Objective 1.1.  Provide bicyclists safe and accessible routes to major destinations within the 
County served by public roads, trails, transit, and rail. 


Objective 1.2.  Complete a comprehensive bikeway network by closing existing gaps and providing 
projects that improve inter-modal connections. 


Objective 1.3.  Encourage installation of bicycle parking at employment sites, schools, shopping 
centers, transit stations, parks, recreation facilities, and county facilities. 


 


Goal 2:  Plan and Design for the Needs of Bicyclists 


Objective 2.1.  Include bicycle facilities in all countywide transportation projects unless exceptional 
circumstances exist.  The decision not to accommodate bicyclists will be the exception and not the 
rule. 


Objective 2.2.  Conform to the guidelines and standards of the County of Ventura, Ventura County 
Transportation Commission, and State and Federal Standards for the design and construction of 
bicycle facilities. 


 


Goal 3:  Promote Bicycle Safety and Increased Bicycling through Education, Encouragement, and 
Enforcement Activities. 


Objective 3.1.  Reduce bicycle collisions at locations where there is a history of such events 


Objective 3.2.  Continue existing and pursue new adult and youth bicycle education and safety 
programs in Ventura County.   


Objective 3.3.  Continue law enforcement of bicycle-related violations by both motorists and 
bicyclists, and emphasize positive enforcement for safe bicycling behavior by children.  Utilize 
League of American Bicyclists or other education programs as a “bicycle traffic school” for bicycle 
infractions.   


Objective 3.4.  Support Safe Routes to School efforts that include educational and incentive 
programs to encourage more students to bicycle or walk to school. 


 


Objective 3.5.  Encourage major Ventura County employers to provide incentives and support 
facilities for existing and potential employees that commute by bicycle. 


 


Goal 4: Provide for Regular Maintenance of the Bikeway Network 


Objective 4.1.  Encourage a program for routine maintenance of bikeway network facilities 
including regular sweeping of bikeways and shared use pathways.  


 


Goal 5: Facilitate Coordination and Cooperation in Developing the Countywide Bicycle Network 


Objective 5.1. Integrate the countywide bikeway network between the cities and unincorporated 
areas and the adjacent counties of Santa Barbara and Los Angeles to ensure coherent regional 
connectivity.   


Objective 5.2.  Develop countywide north-south and east-west bicycle corridors within the roadway 
network supporting recreational and commute patterns. 


 


Goal 6: Implement the Bicycle Master Plan 


Objective 6.1.  Develop and update a bicycle projects list in coordination with the VCTC’s annual 
bicycle funding allocations that addresses identified gaps in the countywide network. 


Objective 6.2.  Continue to identify and apply for public funding sources to finance bicycle facilities, 
education and safety programs. 


Objective 6.3. Update the Countywide Bicycle Master Plan periodically as required by Caltrans to 
reflect new policies and/or requirements for bicycle funding. 


Table 4-5 
Bicycle Compatibility of Countywide Bikeway Gaps 


 
Map  
ID # Roadway Name From To 


BCI 
Rating Suitability Rating 


1a SR-33 Wheeler Springs Ojai N City Limit 3.63 Moderately Low 


1b SR-33 Ojai N City Limit Ojai Valley Trail (SR-
150) 


2.41 Moderately High 


2 SR-150 Ojai Valley Trail 
(SR-33) 


S.B. County Line 3.77 Moderately Low 


3 Santa Ana Road Oak View - Foster 
Park 


SR-150 4.06 Moderately Low 


4a Ventura Street Ojai Valley Trail 
(SR-150) 


Ojai S City Limit 3.28 Moderately High 


4b Creek Road Ojai S City Limit SR-33 4.08 Moderately Low 
5a Bryant Street Ojai Valley Trail Ojai Ave 3.37 Moderately High 
5b Ojai Ave Bryant Street Ojai E City Limit 3.19 Moderately High 
5c SR-150 Ojai E City Limit Santa Paula N City Limit 3.41 Moderately Low 


5d SR-150 Santa Paula N City 
Limit 


Santa Paula Street 3.24 Moderately High 


6 SR-232 US-101 SR-118 3.52 Moderately Low 
7a Foothill Road Kimball Road Wells Road 4.06 Moderately Low 
7b Foothill Road Wells Road Peck Road 4.06 Moderately Low 
7c Peck Road Foothill Road Santa Paula Street 3.52 Moderately Low 
8a Telegraph Road Mills Road Ashwood Ave 3.50 Moderately Low 
8b Telegraph Road Cambria Ave Saticoy Ave 1.92 Very High 
8c Telegraph Road Pajaro Ave Ventura E City Limits 1.92 Very High 


8d Telegraph Road Franklin Barranca Santa Paula W City 
Limits 


1.92 Very High 


8e Telegraph Road Santa Paula W 
City Limit 


Peck Road 1.92 Very High 


8f Harvard Blvd Peck Road Steckel Drive 2.89 Moderately High 
9a Main Street 12th Street Santa Paula E City Limit 1.81 Very High 


9b Telegraph Road Santa Paula E City 
Limit 


SR-126 4.41 Moderately Low 


9c SR-126 Telegraph Road 
(Santa Paula) 


Old Telegraph Rd/SR-
126 split 


2.38 Moderately High 


9d Old Telegraph Road SR-126 Sespe Creek Trail 3.82 Moderately Low 
10a SR-126 A Street Fillmore E City Limit 1.92 Very High 


10b SR-126 Fillmore E City 
Limit 


Main Street/ Torrey 
Road 


2.45 Moderately High 


11a Santa Paula Street 10th Street 12th Street 3.35 Moderately High 
11b 12th Street Santa Paula Street Harvard Blvd 3.27 Moderately High 
11c S Mountain Road Harvard Blvd Santa Paula S City Limit 3.99 Moderately Low 


11d S Mountain Road Santa Paula S City 
Limit 


Balcom Canyon Road 3.99 Moderately Low 


12a S Mountain Road Balcom Canyon 
Road 


Sespe Street 2.12 Very High 


12b Sespe Street S Mountain Rd Pasadena Ave 2.12 Very High 


12c Pasadena Ave Sespe Street Chambersburg Road 4.26 Moderately Low 
13a Guiberson Road SR-23 Torrey Road 4.03 Moderately Low 
13b Torrey Road Guiberson Road SR-126 3.99 Moderately Low 
13c Main Street Torrey Road Center Street 3.23 Moderately High 


Map  
ID # Roadway Name From To 


BCI 
Rating Suitability Rating 


31a Potrero Road Hueneme Road Edison Road 3.94 Moderately Low 


31b Potrero Road Edison Road Thousand Oaks W City 
Limit 


3.78 Moderately Low 


31c Potrero Road Reino Road .5 mi W of Comstock Pl 3.87 Moderately Low 


31d Potrero Road .5 mi W of 
Comstock Pl 


Sherwood Drive 3.87 Moderately Low 


31e Potrero Road Sherwood Drive Westlake Blvd 3.87 Moderately Low 


32 Santa Rosa Road Upland Road Moorpark Road 2.67 Moderately High 
33a Moorpark Road Tierra Rejada Santa Rosa Road 2.93 Moderately High 
33b Moorpark Road Santa Rosa Road Olsen Road 2.93 Moderately High 


34a Olsen Road Moorpark Road Thousand Oaks E City 
Limits 


2.44 Moderately High 


34b Madera Road Simi Valley W City 
Limits 


Arroyo Simi Bike Path 4.11 Moderately Low 


Source: FHWA Bicycle Compatibility Index Methodology, calculations by Alta Planning + Design.  
 


SUMMARY OF ROUTES 


Analysis of the roadway network in Ventura County revealed that many of the unincorporated bikeway gap 
segments have substandard paved shoulders not meeting the minimum 4-foot paved shoulder width 
recommended by Caltrans and AASHTO for rural highways.  On roadways that lack paved shoulders, 
bicyclists must share the roadway travel lane with motor vehicles.  These travel lanes typically average 12 
feet in width and on segments with high traffic volumes and speeds (over 40 mph), many cyclists would find 
it uncomfortable to ride along the edge of the travel lane. 


Given the lack of paved shoulder area, most segments do not have sufficient width to stripe Class II Bike 
Lanes within the existing paved surface.  In some cases, unpaved gravel shoulders are present, and the 
paved roadway surface may be able to be widened with minimal engineering.  Where possible, shoulder 
widening to provide a 4 foot paved shoulder would be recommended, and striping/stenciling as a Class II 
bike lane.  In areas where heavy bicycle volumes exist but a minimum 4 foot paved shoulder is not 
achievable, widening to even a 2 or 3 foot paved shoulder would be preferable to none at all.  An 
alternative to shoulder widening would be travel lane reduction; this may be appropriate on some lower 
speed and volume segments, but on the high volume rural highways that experience heavy truck volumes, 
reducing travel lanes below 12 feet in width may not be advisable.   


One important item to note is that shoulder widening projects that do not bring the roadway up to a full 
Class II bike lane standard (minimum 4 feet wide) would not qualify for Caltrans Bicycle Transportation 
Account funding, and may have difficulty qualifying for other bicycle transportation funding as well.  
Caltrans BTA requires that any projects funded under the program meet full Chapter 1000 design 
standards.   


Some of the evaluated roadway segments traverse steep terrain with little room for roadway widening 
without substantial engineering and costs.  Along these extremely narrow and constrained roadways, 
installing Share the Road or other warning signage may be the only feasible improvement.   


A map index of roadway cross sections measured to determine preliminary gap closure feasibilities is 
provided in Figure 4-2, Bikeway Network Gaps Analysis at the end of this chapter.  The corresponding 
table, Table 4-3, summarizes roadway cross section measurements, while the bicycle compatibility index 


Gaps
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SAN BUENAVENTURA GENERAL BIKEWAY PLAN (JANUARY 2005) 


The City of San Buenaventura, also known as Ventura, is the county seat of Ventura County and 
located along the coast.  The City’s General Bikeway Plan, adopted in December 2004 sets forth a 
complete bikeway network, that will provide bikeways along all the major cross-town thoroughfares.  
Of regional significance are the routes to be completed along Foothill Road, Telegraph Road, Main 
Street and Telephone Road.  With the exception of Foothill Road, these streets primarily have 
existing Class II Bike Lanes and require a few relatively short segments for completion.   


There are also three major east-west bicycle paths planned.  The Santa Paula Branch Line Bicycle 
Trail corridor is identified in the current plan, but no segments have been constructed to date.  
There is also a proposal to construct a trail along the north bank of the Santa Clara River.  This 
path has a short segment built out towards the east end of the City, with the alignment providing a 
connection to the Harbor Avenue bike lanes and the Omer Rains Bike Trail at Surfer’s Point, the 
Ventura River Trail and ultimately Ojai Valley Trail. The City of Ventura bikeways network also 
provides existing connections to Oxnard along Harbor Boulevard and Victoria Avenue, and 
ultimately to the recently completed bike path adjacent to the Victoria Avenue river crossing. 


The City of San Buenaventura is currently in the process of developing a new Bicycle Master Plan 
to replace the existing General Bikeways Plan. The expected completion date of the new plan is 
December 2007. 


 


SIMI VALLEY BICYCLE MASTER PLAN (MAY 2002) 


The City of Simi Valley is located in the eastern edge of the county and with development 
concentrated along the river valley surrounding both sides of the Arroyo Simi.  The proposed 
bikeway network would provide a mix of Class II and III facilities with plans to construct extensive 
bike lanes paralleled by bike paths in the north edge of the City with continuations of these parallel 
facilities within the unincorporated areas surrounding the northwest edge of the City.  Due to the 
topography and location, there are only connections from Simi Valley westward consisting of 
proposed bike lanes along Los Angeles Avenue, Tierra Rejada Road, Madera Road, and a bike 
path extending along the Arroyo Simi west of Madera Road.   


 


THOUSAND OAKS BIKEWAY FACILITIES MASTER PLAN (MAY 2005) 


The City of Thousand Oaks is located in the southeastern corner of the County.   The Thousand 
Oaks Bikeway Master Plan includes a citywide network which would ultimately include bike lanes 
on all collectors and arterials.  As of 2005, the City of Thousand Oaks had approximately 49 miles 
of bikeways, consisting of a one-mile bike path, 28 miles of bike lanes and 20 miles of formal or 
informal bike routes. The City’s Bicycle Facilities Master Plan, adopted in 2005, recommends 
approximately $12 million in bikeway facilities and programs to be developed over 20 years.  The 
only points for regional connections are to the north towards Moorpark and Simi Valley and to the 
east towards CSU-CI using existing bike lanes along Lynn Road and Potrero Road.  The northward 
connections include SR-23 which is an existing shoulder bike route, a proposed shoulder bike 
route along Moorpark Road across Norwegian Grade, and northeast towards Simi Valley along 
proposed bike lanes on Olsen Road. 


5.2. REGIONALLY SIGNIFICANT POLICIES AND PLANS 


CONGESTION MANAGEMENT PROGRAM 


The Congestion Management Program (CMP) is prepared by the Ventura County Transportation 
Commission (VCTC), fulfilling Federal Highway Administration requirements of all urban areas for a 
Congestion Management System. The CMP is utilized to develop a coordinated policy and 
program approach to managing and decreasing traffic congestion by linking the various 
transportation, land use, and air quality programs of all agencies and governments throughout 
Ventura County. As an overseeing body VCTC has the ability to request fiscal penalties to ensure 
compliance with the CMP. 


Policy C: The coordination of land use and transportation planning should be considered in every 
stage of local planning from development review to general plans. 


Policy K: When feasible, Ventura County residents should have access to all modes of travel. 


Objectives Land Use Impacts 5: Encourage land use and transportation policies that 
promote transit use, bicycling, ridesharing and walking. 


Objectives Land Use Impacts 6: Include those agencies/departments responsible for 
transit, bicycle and pedestrian planning and services in the review cycle for new 
developments and specific plans. 


Objectives Transportation Demand Management 24: Encourage the provision of 
facilities for carpooling, vanpooling, bicycling and walking. 


Objectives Transportation Demand Management 25: Construct additional and, where 
appropriate, upgrade of existing bikeways and pedestrian facilities that serve commute 
corridors, and employment and transportation centers. 


Objectives Transportation Demand Management 28:  Maintain a mechanism for 
providing on-going funding to support the maintenance of Class I Bicycle Paths. 


 


VENTURA COUNTY AIR QUALITY ASSESSMENT GUIDELINES 


The Ventura Air Pollution Control District (VCAPCD) mission is “to protect public health and 
agriculture from the adverse effects of air pollution by identifying air pollution problems and 
developing a comprehensive program to achieve and maintain state and federal air quality 
standards” as required by CEQA and the Federal Clean Air Act.  Accordingly, the VCAPCD has 
established air quality assessment guidelines to identify specific criteria and thresholds on 
emissions to achieve that goal. A large percentage of emissions come from non-point sources, the 
automobile and the trips generated by new development.  The Guidelines identify strategies to 
reduce development-related emissions through adoption of Transportation Demand Management 
(TDM) practices.  TDM practices provide alternatives to single occupancy vehicle (SOV) drivers 
through the provision of transit, bicycle, and vanpool facilities and services.  These alternatives, by 
reducing SOV trips, can lower overall emissions and correspondingly serve as mitigation for the 
motor-vehicle related air quality impacts of new development.  Implementation of specific bicycle 
facility components in development projects can result in a net vehicle trip reduction of up to 4% for 
commercial projects and 2% for residential projects, as shown in Table 5-2. 


Lake Sherwood/Hidden Valley Area Plan 
Transportation/Circulation Goal 4.1.1.3: Provide safe pedestrian and bicycle pathways 
throughout the Lake Sherwood Community. 


 


Ventura Avenue Area Plan 
Other Land Use Element Policy 3: Development Standards- Facilities such as streets, 
bikeways, secondary drainage facilities, and water systems shall conform to the 
development standards of the City of Ventura as of the adoption of this plan, or as may be 
subsequently amended by the City and approved by the County. 


Other Land Use Element Policy 9: Bikeways - A Class II Bikeway along Ventura Avenue, 
a Class III Bikeway along Crooked Palm Road, and the Ojai/Ventura Class I Bike Path as 
shown on the "Bikeways Map" (Figure 4), should be established.  (The Bikeway system is 
also reflected on the County’s "Select System of Bikeways". 


 


Oak Park Area Plan 
Air Resources Policy 1.1.2.5: A pedestrian, equestrian and bicycle circulation system 
shall be constructed in accordance with the adopted Oak Park Development Plans and as 
shown on the Oak Park Community Circulation Map.  


Transportation Goal 4.1.1.3: Provide safe pedestrian and bicycle pathways throughout 
the Oak Park Community 


Transportation Policy 4.1.2.6: Discretionary commercial development shall provide 
secure bicycle parking facilities. 


Transportation Policy 4.1.2.8: Pedestrian, equestrian, bicycle and bus turnout facilities 
shall be constructed and maintained in accordance with the requirements of the adopted 
Oak Park Specific Plans. 


 


Ojai Valley Area Plan 
Transportation/Circulation Program 4.1.3.5: The Ojai Valley Trail will continue to be 
maintained and should be extended where possible. 


Parks and Recreation Goal 4.7.1.3: Protect existing trails and encourage the 
development of new bicycle and hiking/equestrian trails. 


Parks and Recreation Program 4.7.3.3: The County Trails Advisory Committee, in 
cooperation with the General Services Agency, City of Ojai and National Forest Service 
will develop a master plan of proposed bicycle and hiking/equestrian trails. 


 


Piru Area Plan 
Air Quality Policy 1.7.2.4:  Bike lanes, bicycle parking programs, solar water heating, 
solar space heating, and home delivery service programs and all other feasible air 
pollutant mitigation measures shall be encouraged in conjunction with discretionary 
development permits. 







Transportation and Circulation Policy 4.1.2.5: Discretionary development shall be 
planned to facilitate pedestrian, bicycle, transit, as well as automobile access, both within 
and outside the development. 


Transportation and Circulation Policy 4.1.3.2: Applicants for discretionary development 
projects will be encouraged to provide secure bicycle parking facilities. 


 


Saticoy Area Plan 
Air Quality Resources Goal 1.1.1.2:  Reduce reliance on automobile travel by promoting 
alternative means of transportation.   


Air Quality Resources Policy 1.1.2.1:  To encourage alternative means of transportation 
to and from the Saticoy Community, Highway 118 shall be designated a "bicycle route" as 
indicated on the Circulation Plan, (Figure 6 within the Public Facilities Section).  Caltrans 
shall be encouraged to stripe and sign the road accordingly.   


 


Thousand Oaks Area Plan 
Transportation and Circulation Goal 4.1.1.4: Provide safe pedestrian and bicycle 
pathways throughout the unincorporated Thousand Oaks area. 


Transportation and Circulation Goal 4.1.1.6: Ensure that road improvements are 
compatible with existing and planned equestrian trails and bicycle pathways. 


Transportation and Circulation Policy 4.1.2.7: Discretionary development projects which 
may be expected to benefit from the road network, bicycle path system and/or the 
equestrian trail system shall be conditioned to dedicate land and construct improvements 
or pay a fee for auto, bicycle and equestrian facilities in accordance with the circulation 
maps.  Bicycle and/or equestrian trails shall be integrated, where feasible, into the overall 
circulation plan for discretionary development projects. 


 


VENTURA COUNTY ZONING ORDINANCES 


Zoning ordinances regulate land use, dictating the density and intensity of new development and 
changes to existing development, while requiring accommodations that must be made to reduce 
associated impacts. A major feature of zoning ordinances is the associated access and parking 
requirements that are specific to a development’s particular size and type of land use. The County 
of Ventura has divided the zoning ordinances into two sets of geographically-oriented code, 
regulating non-coastal and coastal areas.  The ordinances have quite different requirements for 
bicycles, the sole exception being in the circulation requirements, where both ordinances call for 
internal bicycle path systems within developments be designed to link with external circulation 
systems. 


7.1.4. VENTURA COUNTY NON-COASTAL ZONING ORDINANCE 


The Non-Coastal Ordinance mandates inclusion of bicycle access, parking, information kiosks, and 
locker facilities within commercial developments for transportation demand and trip reduction 
measures, although these requirements are only triggered when higher thresholds of employees or 
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Figure M-3 


 


Table M-1 
Question 5: Where are you favorite places to bike Ventura County? 


 
PCH between Pt Mugu and Malibu  Las Posas Rd between Camarillo and Pt Mugu (and 
various interconnecting roads)  Ojai Valley Trail  Farm roads north of the 118 in Camarillo 
Coast to lake casitas, Ojai bike path, Ventura  Santa Rosa Road (NEEDS ATTENTION)   
Portrero Road (Needs to be more bicycle friendly - wider) 
Pleasant Valley Road to Las Posas to PCH and up one of the canyon roads to Hidden Valley, 
down Potrero Road and back to Mission Oaks 
Ventura Beach 
From downtown Ventura to Carpinteria  From Downtown Ventura to Ojai  From Camarillo to 
Thousand Oaks  a Loop from Camarillo to Moorpark to the roads on the North side of route 
118  and then back to Camarillo 
Las Posas to Point Mugu    Las Posas to upland to Santa Rosa    Spanish Hills     
Portrero Canyon. 
Santa Rosa Road, Hueneme Road, Pleasant valley, Las Posas, PCH Mugu to Mulholland, 
Thousand oaks, hidden  lake, Potrero road 
Santa Rosa Rd.  Los Posas  Pleasant Valley Rd.  Hwy 33  Casitas Pass Rd     
Somis- LA Ave, Bradely, Berylwood, Agen, E. La Loma, West La Loma, back to LA Ave. 
(beautiful stretch thru orchards and country back roads) 
Pleasant Valley Rd., Lewis Rd., Hueneme Rd, Las Posas Rd., PCH, Santa Rosa Rd, Moorpark 
Rd., Highway 118,Central Ave, Saticoy Rd., Foothill Rd., Telephone Rd., South Mtn.., Balcom 
Canyon, Grimes Canyon, Hwy. 150, Hwy 33, Potrero Rd.  Some of these I frequent, but are not 
favorite because they are not safe! 
*Guiberson Rd. (Fillmore/Piru)  *PCH  *Ventura coastal route  *Along the 126  *Hidden Valley 
(in T.O.)  *Grimes Canyon  *South Mountain Rd. (Fillmore Santa Paula) 
Take T.R to Santa Rosa to Flynn to work (Would love to take 118 if ot was not horrible).  
Weekend rides go through Simi to Valley (L.A. Ave) and pass. Out to Fillmore via 23 and 
Giberson Rd, South Mountain. All hills north of MPK (Balcom, Bradley, etc).  
Given the number of recent accidents with cars hitting cyclists, I prefer bike paths with no auto 
traffic. 
1. Hwy 150 between Ojai and Santa Paula  2. Hwy 33 up to Pine Mountain  3. Ojai to Ventura 
via Santa Ana Rd and the Ventura-Ojai bike trail  4. Ojai to Santa Barbara via 3 above and the 
coast route.  5. Creek Rd between Oak View and Ojai  6. Ojai to Santa Paula via Foothill Rd. 
Port Hueneme Bubbling Springs Bike Path    Buenaventura State Beach ocean front bike path    
Ojai Valley bike trail    Point Mugu State Park - Big Sycamore Canyon trail     
I bike from Long Canyon to Olsen on Woodranch on Olsen, Lynn Rd, Moorpark Rd, Erbes Rd, 
Hillcrest, Potrero, Wendy, Kanan, Read Rd, Tierra Rejada, Spring Rd (Moorpark), Walnut 
Canyon.   
Santa Monica Mountains, Mulholland Rd.  Portrero Road   
Simi Valley - Wood Ranch Loop, Big Sky Loop, LA Avenue to Santa Susana Pass Road.    
Oxnard:  Harbor blvd except for traffic concerns, Ventura river bike trail/foster park/ojai/casitas 
I love all separated bike paths.  The trail to Ojai is great.  Also like to ride along the Ventura 
waterfront (Surfer's Pt to State Beach).   
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Table M-2    
Question 8: What are the most places for you to bike in Ventura County? 


Rte 118 from Center School Rd to Rte 126 in Saticoy. 
Santa Rosa, Camarillo 
Santa Rosa Road (obstacles in bike lanes), Portrero road (too narrow)    Debris in many of the 
bike lanes - glass, nails, bolts, tire pieces etc.    Drivers that hate bikers anywhere    Bikers that 
ride too wide into the streets (not paying attention) 
There are basically two main routes from Camarillo to Thousand Oaks and beyond.  The first is 
the Norwegian Grade via Santa Rosa Road.  This is a beautiful route, but the shoulder is 
narrow and virtually non-existent on the actual Grade.  The second is Potrero Road.  I know 
that sections were recently re-paved but the shoulder is tiny and many of the corners are blind.  
Also, Lewis Road has virtually no shoulder past Ventura BLVD to Las Posas.      
Pleasant Valley Road, east of Las Posas near Camarillo. No berm; cars whizz by very close at 
high speeds! 
Las Posas that crosses 101.  The on-ramps make it very dangerous for cyclists.    Upland near 
Woodcreek-bike lane is missing for large section    Sections of pleasant Valley without bike 
lanes between 101 and Lewis    Sections of Arneil without bike lanes 
118 Hwy from Saticoy to Moorpark.  Yerba Buena and Little Sycamore are in terrible shape.  
Norwegian Grade (N. Moorpark Rd). No bike path or shoulder but at least it's really narrow.  
Santa Rosa Rd. The rumble strips will shake the fillings out of your teeth and it is always dirty.    
intersections that don't change for cyclists  INTERSECTIONS THAT DON'T CHANGE FOR 
CYCLISTS    Norwegian Grade  Hillcrest  Lynn Rd (by the Hospital)  T.O. Blvd       
Madera from Wood Ranch to Royal - no bike lanes and multiple entrances to the strip mall.  
Intersection of Madera to Royal.  All traffic lights are limited in green light time length for left 
hand turns out onto Madera from all three of the Wood Ranch intersections.  These are local 
for me but are stressing and make me apprehensive when starting and or returning home.   
Intersection of Lynn and Los Arboles. Traffic light does not respond to bicycle pressure to 
activate light.  Dismount and press the pedestrian crossing button.   
Route along Telegraph west from Wells to Petit is not good for recreation or young riders.  
Neither is Foothill from Wells to any where.  So there is no good east-west route from Wells Rd 
west.  Saticoy south from Telegraph, over the 126 to Telephone is a disaster with no safe place 
to ride.  To cross the 126, you have to go all the way to Kimball as crossing on Wells is also too 
dangerous for the casual (think young) rider. 
Unmaintained roads like Santa Rosa Road between Camarillo and Moorpark and the roads in 
and around Ojai, unrepaired areas like the bike path along the coast near the Ventura County 
Fairgrounds, lack of bike lanes/shoulder around Lake Casitas, only 1 route with wide shoulder 
between Santa Paula and Fillmore (Hwy 126), only 1 route with wide shoulder between 
Ventura and Santa Paula (Telegraph Rd), no bicycle signage along Pacific Coast Highway from 
Las Posas to LA County line... 
to Government Center, Trader Joes, Mall...Victoria Avenue, Main Street between, Five-Points 
and Telephone Road 
Route 150 needs bike lanes the whole way - to narrow.  Its a beautiful ride and not too steep. 


 


Potrero Road.


In front of Ventura high where the city redesigned the road to accommodate cars but not 
bicycles. No bike lane at a school! What's up with that?  From Ventura college to central and 
vineyard where I work. The bridge over the Santa Clara river out of Saticoy is always difficult. 
Vineyard is scary.  There is no bike lane in spots and with the river ridge development in 
progress it will only get worse. Please Help!   
Potrero Road. Bike lane disappears due to small 2 lane road. However it is one of the MAJOR 
scenic attractions to cyclists in the area.  Lynn Road north of the 101 FWY. It becomes a 
Freeway as an alternate route to the 23 FWY. Also crossing over the 101 FWY from either 
direction on Lynn road.  Norwegian Grade/Santa Rosa Road/Moorpark Road. As Moorpark 
road descends into Camarillo there is no bike lane ascending or descending.  Again cyclists 
love this road yet there is no bike lane. Very dangerous unless you go VERY early in the 
morning.         
Lynn Road, any crossing of the 101, PCH between La Conchita and Ventura. 
Not easy to ride between west county and east county. Allowing use of 101 shoulder between 
Camarillo & Newbury Park would help a little. Widening 118 or providing good alternate route 
would help. 
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Table M-3    


Question 10: Please tell us the bicycling improvements you would like to see 
 in Ventura County  


I would like to see more bike lanes, and just as important, bike friendly signals.  Many signals 
will not change if there is only a bike to trigger it.      I would also like to see some mountain 
biking trails in Camarillo--I do not know of any.    Also, more trails like the Ojai valley bike trail 
would be very nice.    Also, a convenient bike commute trail from Camarillo to thousand oaks 
would be the most effective at promoting bicycle commuting.  Petrero and Santa Rosa are too 
long and dangerous, and obviously the 101 off limits.    A straight line from Adolfo to Rancho 
Conejo would do it. 
WIDE bike lanes please!  Especially on Portrero!! 
Ventura County and its residents would benefit from the addition of a bike lane (or at least a 
wider road shoulder) along Santa Rosa Road in Camarillo to Moorpark.  Additionally, the 
existing road is often covered with gravel and debris.  Recreational cyclists and commuters to 
Amgen would prefer better conditions along this pass.  Ostensibly, the Amgen Tour of 
California would also appreciate improved conditions for this route. 
Biggest two problems for me is cleanliness of existing bike lanes. Especially on Santa Rosa. 
Next is safe access to existing bike lanes. There are only three ways from Camarillo to T.O. 
(my commute) and they are all dangerous for various reasons. Norwegian grade has little room 
and down hill side pavement is in dangerous condition. FWY 23 bike lane is too hard to access 
for northbound from Olsen. Very dangerous.  Potrero, besides being out of the way is 
dangerous. Moorpark to Simi route is either LA Ave. (easy st), or Tierra Rejada. Both are 
generally filthy. LA Ave. is narrow and deteriorating.  Too many paths start and stop where its 
convenient. They don't seem meant for real transportation, they are just lip service.  
Better maintenance of current bike lanes, e.g., Santa Rosa Rd.  Tell Verizon and other workers 
not to place their signs (i.e., Road Work Ahead) in the middle of the bike path so that it forces 
the bike rider into the lanes of traffic.  This also applies to their trucks that they seem to always 
park in the middle of the bike path instead of allowing at least a 2'space for riders.  Widen the 
paths on Hwy 118 - it's terrible to ride because of the traffic and crappy maintenance of the 
paths. 
Sign 5th street to help make motorist aware of bicycles.  Provide a safe route between 
Camarillo and Thousand Oaks.  Advertisements in newspapers, radio, and television to 
educate public how to safely interact between motorists and cyclists and to show the public that 
cycling can be safe.  Teach public that cycling should be encouraged.  Discourage harassment, 
possibly advertising a hotline for cyclists to call and report harassing motorist which facilitates 
police enforcement and provides follow-up to the reporting cyclist. 
i love riding back roads (ie. Guiberson) the only problem is that some of these roads are simply 
too narrow.  it gets very dangerous at some points.  i know it would be very expensive but i 
would love to see lightly traveled back roads paved a little wider to accommodate bicyclists. 
thank you for doing this survey. 
Widen Moorpark Rd. into TO, Potrero into Newbury Park, or a bike path either through Hill 
canyon, or from Camarillo Springs park into Newbury Park. Widen 150 between Santa Paula 
and Carpenteria.  Get CalTrans to sweep the shoulders everywhere.  Improve signal sensors 
so traffic light systems detect bicycles. 


 Portrero!!


 Potrero,


 Potrero 


VENTURA COUNTY PUBLIC WORKS AGENCY
TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT STRATEGIC MASTER PLAN


Prioritization of Capital Projects
Bikelane Phase funding 
approved, Design and/ or 
Construction.


2013 Rev.
Priority


No.
Project Name Location Project Description Project Type


On/Off 
System 
Road


Supervisorial 
Dist. *Source of Input


3 Santa Clara Ave Widening Oxnard C/L - Hwy 118 Widen to 4 lanes and paved shoulder for 
bike route Road Improvements On 5 VCGP-EIR, VCGP, VCCMP, 


2002 Assessment, TIMF


7 Channel Islands Blvd Widening Oxnard C/L - Rice Ave Widen to 4 lanes and construct bike lanes Road Improvements On 5 VCGP-EIR, 2002 Assessment


11 Bristol Rd Improvements Union Pacific RR - 170' W/o 
Montgomery Ave


Road realignment, drainage improvements 
and shoulder widening for bike lanes Road Improvements On 1 VCGP-EIR, 2002 Assessment


13 Rice Rd Bike Lane Baldwin Heights - Lomita Dr Construct 2.80 miles of Class II bike lane Pedestrian/Bike Lane On 1 VCBMP


14 Santa Ana Rd Bike Lane Ventura River Trail - SR 150 Construct 6.30 miles of Class III bike lane Pedestrian/Bike Lane On 1 VCBMP


15 Casitas Vista Rd Shoulder 53’ W/o Ventura Ave - Santa Ana 
Rd Paved shoulders (bike lanes) Pedestrian/Bike Lane On 1 2002 Assessment


19 Pleasant Valley Rd Bike Lane
Pancho Rd - SR-1 (County 


maintains: 120e SR1 NB off ramp - 
Las Posas Rd).


Construct 8.80 miles of Class II bike lane Pedestrian/Bike Lane On 3 & 5 VCBMP


21 Las Posas Rd Bike Lane Laguna Rd - SR-1 Construct 4.32 miles of Class II bike lane Pedestrian/Bike Lane On 2 & 3 VCBMP


22 S. Sespe St Bike Lane
S Mountain Rd - Pasadena Ave
(Bardsdale Av - Pasadena Av Off 


System)
Construct 1.07 miles of Class III bike lane Pedestrian/Bike Lane On & Off 3 VCBMP


23 Broadway Rd Bike Lane Grimes Canyon/SR-23 - Walnut 
Canyon Rd Construct 1.34 miles of Class III bike lane Pedestrian/Bike Lane On 4 VCBMP


25 Pasedena Ave Bike Lane Sespe St - Chambersburg Rd Construct 1.51 miles of Class III Bike 
lane Pedestrian/Bike Lane Off 3 VCBMP


29 Rice Ave Bike Lane 5th St - SR-1 Construct 2.06 miles of Class III bike lane Pedestrian/Bike Lane On 3 & 5 VCBMP


30 Moorpark Rd Bike Lanes Santa Rosa Rd - Tierra Rejada Rd Construct 1.36 miles of Class II bike Lane Pedestrian/Bike Lane On 2 & 4 VCBMP


31 Rose Ave Bike Lane Los Angeles Ave - Hwy 101 Construct 3.56 miles of Class III bike lane Pedestrian/Bike Lane On 5 VCBMP


Source of Input: VCGP - Ventura County General Plan, VCGP-EIR - Supplemental Environmental Report to General Plan, VCCMP- Ventura County Congestion Management Program, 
TIMF - Traffic Impact Mitigation Fee Report, VCBMP - Ventura County Bicycle Master Plan, FTSPL - Future Traffic Study Priority List, 2002 Assessment - In house assessment of areas needing improvements (2001/02)


General Project Information


Note: Bikelane projects that require multiple improvements to construct bikelanes are included on this list. Page 1 of 6


 Revision 1
(2013)







VENTURA COUNTY PUBLIC WORKS AGENCY
TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT STRATEGIC MASTER PLAN


Prioritization of Capital Projects
Bikelane Phase funding 
approved, Design and/ or 
Construction.


2013 Rev.
Priority


No.
Project Name Location Project Description Project Type


On/Off 
System 
Road


Supervisorial 
Dist. *Source of Input


Source of Input: VCGP - Ventura County General Plan, VCGP-EIR - Supplemental Environmental Report to General Plan, VCCMP- Ventura County Congestion Management Program, 
TIMF - Traffic Impact Mitigation Fee Report, VCBMP - Ventura County Bicycle Master Plan, FTSPL - Future Traffic Study Priority List, 2002 Assessment - In house assessment of areas needing improvements (2001/02)


General Project Information


32 Hueneme Rd Bike Lane - Phase III Oxnard C/L - Las Posas Road Construct 5.32 miles of Class II bike lane Pedestrian/Bike Lane On 2 & 3 VCBMP


33 Potrero Rd Improvements Hueneme Rd - Thousand Oaks C/L 
E.


Alignment and drainage improvements 
and paved shoulders (bike lanes) Road Improvements On 2 VCBMP, 2002 Assessment


34 S. Mountain Rd Bike Lane Santa Paula C/L - Balcom Canyon 
Rd Construct 6.81 miles of Class III bike lane Pedestrian/Bike Lane On 3 VCBMP


36 Broadway Drainage & Shoulder Improvements Stockton Rd - SR 23 Drainage improvements and paved 
shoulders (bike lanes) Pedestrian/Bike Lane On 4 2002 Assessment


37 Foothill Rd Bike Lane Ventura C/L - Santa Paula C/L
Construct 5.96 miles of Class III Bike 


lane, road alignment and drainage 
improvements


Pedestrian/Bike Lane On 1  & 3 VCBMP, 2002 Assessment


38 Sespe St Drainage & Shoulder Improvements South Mountain Rd - Bardsdale 
Ave


Drainage improvements and paved 
shoulders (bike lanes) Pedestrian/Bike Lane On 3 2002 Assessment


40* Telegraph Rd Bike Lane Ventura C/L - Santa Paula C/L Construct 4.71 miles of Class II bike lanes 
and drainage improvements Pedestrian/Bike Lane On 1 & 3 VCBMP, 2002 Assessment


41 Torrey Rd Bike Lane E Guiberson Rd - Over Riverbed Construct 0.37 miles of Class III bike lane Pedestrian/Bike Lane Off 3 VCBMP


42 W - E Guiberson Bike Lane SR-23 - Torrey Rd Construct 7.01 miles of Class III bike lane Pedestrian/Bike Lane Off 3 VCBMP


43 Laguna Rd Bike Lane Lewis Rd - Pleasant Valley Rd Construct 4.21 miles of Class II bike lane, 
feasibility study needed Pedestrian/Bike Lane On 3 & 5 VCBMP


44 Bardsdale Ave Bike Lane Sespe St - Chambersburg Rd Construct 1.26 miles of Class III bike lane Pedestrian/Bike Lane On 3 VCBMP


45 Pidduck Rd/Navalair Rd Bike Lane Rice Ave - Las Posas Rd (County 
does not maintain entire section) Construct 4.74 miles of Class III bike lane Pedestrian/Bike Lane Off 2 & 3 VCBMP


46 Ventura Ave Drainage & Shoulder Improvements Ventura C/L - Casitas Vista Rd Drainage improvements and paved 
shoulders (bike lanes) Pedestrian/Bike Lane On 1 2002 Assessment


Note: Bikelane projects that require multiple improvements to construct bikelanes are included on this list. Page 2 of 6
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(2013)
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Note:  Information provided by City of T.O. from TO 
BMP for ATP Cycle 3 application to be submitted by 
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A list of the proposed new bikeway facility segments, categorized by bikeway type, is provided as follows:


Recommended Class I Bike Paths
Project Currently Under Construction 


Name Start End Proposed
Class


Length
(miles)


Conejo Creek Park South 
Trail La Granada Drive Gainsborough Road 1 1.5


Recommended Class I Projects


Name Start End Proposed
Class


Length
(miles)


Via Rio-Kimber Trail Via Rio Terminus Kimber Drive 
Terminus


1 0.0


Wildflower Canyon Trail Wildwood Avenue Avenida de Los 
Arboles


1 0.7


Willow Lane Extension Trail Rancho Road Willow Lane 1 1.5


Recommended Class II Bike Lanes
Projects Currently In Design 


Name Start End Proposed
Class


Length
(miles)


Erbes Road Thousand Oaks Blvd. Falmouth Street 2 0.8
Hillcrest Drive Teller Road Dusenberg Drive 2 4.9
Lynn Road Hillcrest Drive Avenida De Los 


Arboles
2 3.0


Wendy Drive (101 overpass) Old Conejo Road Grande Vista Drive 2 0.1


Recommended Class II Projects


Name Start End Proposed
Class


Length
(miles)


Avenida de los Arboles Moorpark Road  NB SR23 onramp at 
Avenida de los Arboles 


2 1.3


Borchard Road Reino Road Michael Drive 2 1.7
Conejo School Road Willow Lane N End 2 0.9
Dusenberg Drive Thousand Oaks 


Boulevard
Hillcrest Drive 2 0.3


Erbes Road Thousand Oaks Blvd. Falmouth Street 2 0.8
Gainsborough Road Grand Oak Lane Camino Manzanas 2 0.2
Greenmeadow Street Lynn Road End 2 0.3
Hampshire Road Thousand Oaks 


Boulevard
Agoura Road 2 1.4


Hodencamp Drive Thousand Oaks 
Boulevard


Wilbur Road 2/3 0.5


Janss Road Moorpark Road El Monte Drive 2 1.0
Kanan Road Westlake Boulevard Lindero Canyon Road 2 2.5
Kimber Drive W End of Kimber Drive Wendy Drive 2 1.2
La Granada Drive Janss Road S End 2 1.1
Lakeview Canyon Road Townsgate Road Thousand Oaks Boulevard 2 0.6
Lawrence Lane Hillcrest Drive Rancho Conejo Boulevard 2 1.3
Lindero Canyon Road City Limit Kanan Road 2 1.1
Lynn Road (101 Overpass) SB 101 On-ramp Hillcrest Drive 2 0.1
Moorpark Road Greenmeadow Avenue Rolling Oaks Drive 2 0.4
Moorpark Road Lynn Road Calle Contento 2 0.7
Newbury Road Michael Drive Ventu Park Road 2 1.0
Old Conejo Road Reino Road Wendy Drive 2 0.8
Olsen Road Avenida De Los Arboles City Limit 2 1.7
Pederson Road Calle Almendro Erbes Road 2 0.8
Potrero Road Reino Road City Limit 2 0.6
Potrero Road City Limit Westlake Boulevard 2 0.8
Rancho Conejo Boulevard Teller Road Lawrence Drive 2 1.3
Rancho Road SB 101 Off-ramp E Hillcrest Drive 2 0.4
Reino Road Potrero Road Old Conejo Road 2 2.3







Excerpts 
 
CMP 
 
5. Encourage land use and transportation policies that promote transit use, bicycling, 
ridesharing and walking. 
6. Include those agencies/departments responsible for transit, bicycle and pedestrian 
planning and services in the review cycle for new developments and specific plans. 
25. Construct additional and, where appropriate, upgrade existing bikeways and 
pedestrian facilities that serve commute corridors, and employment and transportation 
centers. 
 
BMP – Goals 
 
Objective 1.2. Complete a comprehensive bikeway network by closing existing gaps and 
providing projects that improve inter-modal connections. 
Objective 3.1. Reduce bicycle collisions at locations where there is a history of such 
events 
Objective 5.1. Integrate the countywide bikeway network between the cities and 
unincorporated areas and the adjacent counties of Santa Barbara and Los Angeles to 
ensure coherent regional connectivity. 
 
BMP – Summary of Routes 
 
Given the lack of paved shoulder area, most segments do not have sufficient width to 
stripe Class II Bike Lanes within the existing paved surface. In some cases, unpaved 
gravel shoulders are present, and the paved roadway surface may be able to be widened 
with minimal engineering. Where possible, shoulder widening to provide a 4 foot paved 
shoulder would be recommended, and striping/stenciling as a Class II bike lane. In areas 
where heavy bicycle volumes exist but a minimum 4 foot paved shoulder is not 
achievable, widening to even a 2 or 3 foot paved shoulder would be preferable to none at 
all. An alternative to shoulder widening would be travel lane reduction; this may be 
appropriate on some lower speed and volume segments, but on the high volume rural 
highways that experience heavy truck volumes, reducing travel lanes below 12 feet in 
width may not be advisable. 
 
BMP – TO BMP 
 
The City of Thousand Oaks is located in the southeastern corner of the County. The 
Thousand Oaks Bikeway Master Plan includes a citywide network which would ultimately 
include bike lanes on all collectors and arterials. As of 2005, the City of Thousand Oaks 
had approximately 49 miles of bikeways, consisting of a one-mile bike path, 28 miles of 
bike lanes and 20 miles of formal or informal bike routes. The City’s Bicycle Facilities 
Master Plan, adopted in 2005, recommends approximately $12 million in bikeway facilities 
and programs to be developed over 20 years. The only points for regional connections 
are to the north towards Moorpark and Simi Valley and to the east towards CSU-CI using 
existing bike lanes along Lynn Road and Potrero Road. The northward connections 
include SR-23 which is an existing shoulder bike route, a proposed shoulder bike route 







along Moorpark Road across Norwegian Grade, and northeast towards Simi Valley along 
proposed bike lanes on Olsen Road. 
 
BMP – Policy K 
 
Policy K: When feasible, Ventura County residents should have access to all modes of 
travel. 
Objectives Land Use Impacts 5: Encourage land use and transportation policies that 
promote transit use, bicycling, ridesharing and walking. 
Objectives Land Use Impacts 6: Include those agencies/departments responsible for 
transit, bicycle and pedestrian planning and services in the review cycle for new 
developments and specific plans. 
Objectives Transportation Demand Management 24: Encourage the provision of facilities 
for carpooling, vanpooling, bicycling and walking. 
Objectives Transportation Demand Management 25: Construct additional and, where 
appropriate, upgrade of existing bikeways and pedestrian facilities that serve commute 
corridors, and employment and transportation centers. 
Objectives Transportation Demand Management 28: Maintain a mechanism for providing 
on-going funding to support the maintenance of Class I Bicycle Paths. 
 
BMP – Lake Sherwood / Hidden Valley Area Plan 
 
Transportation/Circulation Goal 4.1.1.3: Provide safe pedestrian and bicycle pathways 
throughout the Lake Sherwood Community. 
 
BMP – TO Area Plan 
 
Transportation and Circulation Goal 4.1.1.4: Provide safe pedestrian and bicycle 
pathways throughout the unincorporated Thousand Oaks area. 
Transportation and Circulation Goal 4.1.1.6: Ensure that road improvements are 
compatible with existing and planned equestrian trails and bicycle pathways. 
Transportation and Circulation Policy 4.1.2.7: Discretionary development projects which 
may be expected to benefit from the road network, bicycle path system and/or the 
equestrian trail system shall be conditioned to dedicate land and construct improvements 
or pay a fee for auto, bicycle and equestrian facilities in accordance with the circulation 
maps. Bicycle and/or equestrian trails shall be integrated, where feasible, into the overall 
circulation plan for discretionary development projects. 
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May 27, 2016  
 
 
 
David Fleisch, Director 
Transportation Department  
Public Works Agency 
County of Ventura 
800 S. Victoria Ave. 
Ventura, CA  93003 
 
Subject: City Support for Active Transportation Program Grant for Hidden 


Valley Bike Lanes Project 
 
Dear Mr. Fleisch: 
 
The City is in support of the County submitting a joint 2016 Active Transportation Program 
Grant Application for the Hidden Valley Bike Lane Project, which includes a section 
located in the City of Thousand Oaks.  The application will include a 500 foot bike lane 
within City limits. Following construction of the project, the City will take full ownership, 
including maintenance, of the portion located within the City.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Jay T. Spurgin 
Public Works Director 
 
Attachments 
 
c: Clifford G. Finley, Deputy Director/City Engineer 
 Kathy Lowry, Engineer Associate 
 
DPW: 660-40\kl\jds\Final\Spurgin\Potrero Road ATP Grant Letter of Support.docx 







1


Weeks, Gerald


From: Emami, Ben
Sent: Wednesday, May 25, 2016 7:06 AM
To: Weeks, Gerald; Balan, Anitha
Cc: DeLeon, Howard
Subject: FW: 2016 ATP Grant -  Potrero Road  future maintenance


FYI and action. 
 


From: Jay Spurgin [mailto:JSpurgin@toaks.org]  
Sent: Tuesday, May 24, 2016 5:42 PM 
To: Fleisch, David <David.Fleisch@ventura.org> 
Cc: Lowry, Kathy <KLowry@toaks.org>; Emami, Ben <Ben.Emami@ventura.org> 
Subject: 2016 ATP Grant ‐ Potrero Road future maintenance 


 
Dave: 
 
Thank you for submitting a 2016 Active Transportation Program Grant Application for the Hidden Valley Bike Lane Project, 
which includes a section located in the City of Thousand Oaks.  It is my understanding that if the project is awarded 
funding, the County will be the lead agency for design and construction, including for the approximately 500 foot bike 
lane within City limits.  Following construction of the project the City will take full ownership, including maintenance, of 
the portion located within the City. 
 
Thanks again for your leadership on this project. 
 
 


Jay T. Spurgin, PE, MPA 
Public Works Director 
City of Thousand Oaks 
2100 Thousand Oaks Blvd 
Thousand Oaks, CA 91362 
tel: 805-449-2444    


fax:805-449-2475 
jspurgin@toaks.org 
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Accounting No.:  ____________ 
 


PROJECT WORK AGREEMENT 
“EXHIBIT A” 


 
The following Project Work Agreement, herein after called “Exhibit A,” between the County of Ventura, the 
“PARTY PERFORMING THE WORK,” and the City of Thousand Oaks, the “PARTY RECEIVING THE 
WORK,” represents an agreement between the parties for technical support to the City of Thousand 
Oaks. Scope of Work – Brief Explanation. 
 
1. SCOPE OF WORK 
 
The parties hereby agree that the PARTY PERFORMING THE WORK will perform for the PARTY 
RECEIVING THE WORK the Project Work herein described below: 
 
The scope of work for this project will be broken down into X phases, as indicated below: 


1. Task 1 
2. Task 2 
3. Task 3 


 
The City of Thousand Oaks shall provide the following information for each road segment to the …: 


 Item #1 
 Item #2 
 Item #3 


See Exhibit B for sample of electronic formatted data sheet that shall be used by City of Thousand Oaks 
to complete the required fields; these fields are required in order to proceed with the migration process. 


 
2. COST ESTIMATE 
 
The parties agree that project is not to exceed $X.   
 
If additional work is required beyond the scope of the original Project Work agreed to under this contract, 
the parties may seek a change order pursuant to section 4 of the General Reciprocal Agreement. 


 
3. METHOD OF PAYMENT  
 
Payment for the Project Work described herein above shall be made (check one): 
 
 ______  At the end of the Project Work. 
 
 ___X___  As invoiced in progress payments. 
 
Payment shall be made according to the terms described in section 5.1 of the General Reciprocal 
Agreement. 


 
 


4. PROJECT WORK CONTACT 
 
COUNTY CONTACT:   Contact, Title 
     County of Ventura, Public Works Agency 
     Transportation Department 
     800 South Victoria Avenue, HOA 3rd Floor 



PWATD
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Example of Work Agreement with Thousand Oaks for Preliminary Engineering.







 


     Ventura, California 93009-1620 
     Phone:  805-654-2087 
    
CITY CONTACT:          
           
           
           
           
     Phone:       
 
5. FISCAL CONTACT 
 
COUNTY CONTACT:   Contact     


Road Fund Supervising Accounting Officer 
     Public Works Agency, Central Services Department 
     Phone:  (805)  
      


Remit Payment(s) or Submit Invoices to: 
County of Ventura 
Public Works Agency 
Central Services Department  
800 South Victoria Avenue, HOA 3rd Floor 
Ventura, California 93009-1600 


 
CITY CONTACT:          
           
           
           
           
 
      
IN WITNESS WHEREOF the parties hereto have executed this Exhibit A. 
 
COUNTY OF VENTURA                                  CITY OF THOUSAND OAKS   
     
 
 
by: _________________________________ by: ______________________________ 
       Authorized Signature        Authorized Signature 
 
____________________________________ _________________________________ 
Printed name   Printed name 
 
____________________________________ _________________________________ 
Title    Title 
 
____________________________________ _________________________________ 
Date    Date 
 
                                            
Tax Identification #  Tax Identification # 
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Ventura Countywide Bicycle Master Plan 
45 
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Map provided by City for ATP application by County.
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Note:  Information provided by City of T.O. from TO BMP for ATP Cycle 3 application to be submitted by County of Ventura PWATD.
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Exhibit 1– Existing Potrero Road



PWATD

Text Box

Exhibit from Supervisor Parks Board Letter on April 19, 2016
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 Potrero Road - Bridge #231 to W of Trentwood Dr.
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Bike Collisions



PWATD

Text Box

 Note:  The City of T.O. only provided a list of collisions for the application.
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Total Collisions: 45
Injury Collisions: 15
Fatal Collisions: 1


Report # Date Time Day Dist Dir Location Lighting Weather Type Involved PCF Injury Inj Kill


Dec. 2015 to Jan. 2011


12-09-098 09/26/2012 19:30 Wed 2112' West Trentwood Dr Dark Clear Sideswipe Bicycle
Improper 
Passing Other Visible Injury 1 0


11-07-105 07/23/2011 09:30 Sat 6290' West Trentwood Dr Daylight Clear Overturned Bicycle
Improper 
Turning Severe Injury 1 0


08-10-005 10/02/2008 07:27 Thur 4224' West Trentwood Dr Daylight Clear Sideswipe Bicycle Unknown PDO 0 0


Collision Report Summary
Potrero Road between Bridge 231 and Trentwood Dr


From 07/23/2006 to 10/09/2015







Total Collisions: 45
Injury Collisions: 15
Fatal Collisions: 1


Report # Date Time Day Dist Dir Location Lighting Weather Type Involved PCF Injury Inj Kill


Dec. 2015 to Jan. 2011


15-10-237 10/09/2015 20:15 Fri 700' West Trentwood Dr
Dark - Street 


Lights Clear Sideswipe
Other Motor 


Vehicle
Wrong Side 


of Road PDO 0 0


15-06-094 06/21/2015 01:50 Sun 6515' West Trentwood Dr Dark Clear Hit Object Fixed Object
Driving 
Under PDO 0 0


15-01-13 01/04/2015 15:19 Sun 600' West Trentwood Dr Daylight Clear Hit Object Fixed Object
Improper 
Turning PDO 0 0


14-12-177 12/31/2014 16:40 Wed 5950' West Trentwood Dr Dusk - Dawn Clear Head-On
Other Motor 


Vehicle
Wrong Side 


of Road Complaint of Pain 1 0


14-12-146 12/25/2014 11:40 Thur 1674' West Trentwood Dr Daylight Clear Hit Object Fixed Object
Improper 
Turning PDO 0 0


14-08-038 08/11/2014 15:44 Mon 5955' West Trentwood Dr Daylight Clear Hit Object Fixed Object
Wrong Side 


of Road PDO 0 0


14-01-055 01/18/2014 18:35 Sat 6100' West Trentwood Dr Dark Clear Hit Object Other Object
Unsafe 
Speed PDO 0 0


13-06-003 06/02/2013 22:20 Sun 5950' West Trentwood Dr Dark Clear Hit Object Fixed Object
Unsafe 
Speed PDO 0 0


13-05-074 05/16/2013 19:55 Thur 2886' West Trentwood Dr Dark Clear Other Animal
Other Than 


Driver PDO 0 0


12-10-065 10/20/2012 00:40 Sat 6015' West Trentwood Dr
Dark - Street 


Lights Fog Hit Object Fixed Object
Driving 
Under Other Visible Injury 1 0


12-09-098 09/26/2012 19:30 Wed 2112' West Trentwood Dr Dark Clear Sideswipe Bicycle
Improper 
Passing Other Visible Injury 1 0


12-07-070 07/21/2012 12:30 Sat 5955' West Trentwood Dr Daylight Clear Overturned
Non-


Collision
Improper 
Turning Other Visible Injury 1 0


12-07-012 07/05/2012 20:15 Thur 1101' West Trentwood Dr Dusk - Dawn Clear Hit Object Fixed Object
Driving 
Under Fatal 0 1


12-05-062 05/17/2012 19:00 Thur 5950' West Trentwood Dr Daylight Clear Hit Object Fixed Object
Improper 
Turning PDO 0 0


12-02-037 02/10/2012 07:00 Fri 6019' West Trentwood Dr Daylight Clear Hit Object Fixed Object
Improper 
Turning PDO 0 0


11-10-114 10/30/2011 08:10 Sun 6015' West Trentwood Dr Daylight Clear Hit Object Fixed Object
Unsafe 
Speed PDO 0 0


11-09-106 09/29/2011 15:00 Thur 3696' West Trentwood Dr Daylight Clear Hit Object Fixed Object
Improper 
Turning PDO 0 0


11-09-016 09/05/2011 01:30 Mon 5808' West Trentwood Dr Dark Clear Hit Object Fixed Object
Wrong Side 


of Road PDO 0 0


11-07-105 07/23/2011 09:30 Sat 6290' West Trentwood Dr Daylight Clear Overturned Bicycle
Improper 
Turning Severe Injury 1 0


11-05-123 05/31/2011 03:50 Tue 5805' West Trentwood Dr Dark Clear Hit Object Fixed Object
Wrong Side 


of Road PDO 0 0


11-04-102 04/29/2011 13:05 Fri 4250' West Trentwood Dr Daylight Cloudy Overturned
Non-


Collision
Improper 
Turning Other Visible Injury 1 0


11-04-047 04/14/2011 11:10 Thur 300' West Trentwood Dr Daylight Clear Hit Object Fixed Object
Improper 
Turning PDO 0 0


11-03-133 03/30/2011 17:33 Wed 2194' West Trentwood Dr Daylight Clear Sideswipe
Other Motor 


Vehicle
Auto R/W 
Violation Complaint of Pain 1 0


11-03-016 03/05/2011 10:55 Sat 1584' West Trentwood Dr Daylight Clear Overturned
Non-


Collision
Following 


Too Closely Other Visible Injury 1 0


11-01-063 01/18/2011 Tue 9440' East idden Valley R Dark Clear Hit Object Fixed Object
Unsafe 
Speed PDO 0 0


Dec. 2010 to Jan. 2006


10-09-085 09/23/2010 21:40 Thur 5955' West Trentwood Dr Dark Clear Broadside
Other Motor 


Vehicle
Wrong Side 


of Road Other Visible Injury 2 0


10-06-107 06/27/2010 01:45 Sun 5955' West Trentwood Dr Dark Clear Hit Object Fixed Object
Driving 
Under PDO 0 0


10-06-058 06/09/2010 16:00 Wed 1914' West Trentwood Dr Daylight Clear Hit Object Fixed Object
Improper 
Turning PDO 0 0


10-03-062 03/20/2010 15:30 Sat 6073' West Trentwood Dr Daylight Clear Head-On
Other Motor 


Vehicle
Unsafe 
Speed Other Visible Injury 1 0


09-10-016 10/07/2009 21:35 Wed 4752' West Trentwood Dr
Dark - Street 


Lights Clear Hit Object Fixed Object
Improper 
Turning Other Visible Injury 2 0


09-06-089 06/26/2009 23:00 Fri 5950' West Trentwood Dr Dark Clear Hit Object Fixed Object
Unsafe 
Speed PDO 0 0


09-02-016 02/04/2009 17:30 Wed 4224' West Trentwood Dr Dark Clear Hit Object Fixed Object
Improper 
Turning Other Visible Injury 1 0


08-12-023 12/09/2008 10:05 Tue 5900' West Trentwood Dr Daylight Clear Hit Object Fixed Object
Unsafe 
Speed PDO 0 0


08-11-143 11/29/2008 19:00 Sat 9504' East idden Valley R Dark Clear Hit Object Fixed Object
Driving 
Under Other Visible Injury 1 0


08-10-005 10/02/2008 07:27 Thur 4224' West Trentwood Dr Daylight Clear Sideswipe Bicycle Unknown PDO 0 0


08-07-079 07/22/2008 20:05 Tue 5808' West Trentwood Dr Dusk - Dawn Clear Other Fixed Object
Unsafe 


Starting or PDO 0 0


08-07-044 07/12/2008 03:00 Sat 5808' West Trentwood Dr Dark Clear Hit Object Fixed Object
Unsafe 
Speed Other Visible Injury 1 0


Collision Report Summary
Potrero Road between Bridge 231 and Trentwood Dr


From 07/23/2006 to 10/09/2015
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Report # Date Time Day Dist Dir Location Lighting Weather Type Involved PCF Injury Inj Kill


07-06-075 06/18/2007 17:20 Mon 2640' West Trentwood Dr Daylight Clear Other Animal
Other Than 


Driver or PDO 0 0


07-05-105 05/19/2007 01:30 Sat 5808' West Trentwood Dr Dark Clear Hit Object Fixed Object
Driving 
Under PDO 0 0


07-03-053 03/11/2007 12:20 Sun 5900' West Trentwood Dr Daylight Clear Hit Object Fixed Object
Unsafe 
Speed PDO 0 0


07-01-014 01/05/2007 03:45 Fri 1584' West Trentwood Dr Dark Clear Hit Object Fixed Object
Driving 
Under PDO 0 0


06-12-011 12/02/2006 16:55 Sat 2112' West Trentwood Dr Dusk - Dawn Clear Hit Object Fixed Object
Improper 
Turning PDO 0 0


06-10-138 10/26/2006 13:20 Thur 5930' West Trentwood Dr Daylight Clear Hit Object Fixed Object
Unsafe 
Speed PDO 0 0


06-08-126 08/31/2006 15:35 Thur 5808' West Trentwood Dr Daylight Clear Hit Object Fixed Object
Unsafe 
Speed PDO 0 0


06-07-110 07/23/2006 14:30 Sun 9350' East idden Valley R Daylight Cloudy Hit Object Fixed Object
Unsafe 
Speed Other Visible Injury 1 0


Count=> 45
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA • DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
ATP CYCLE 3 APPLICATION FORM
DLA-001 (NEW 4/2016)
v1.2
State of California Department of TransportationForm Title: ATP CYCLE 3 APPLICATION FORMForm Number: DLA-001 (Designed April 2016) Version 1.2
ADA Notice
For individuals with sensory disabilities, this document is available in alternate formats.  For alternate format information, contact the Active Transportation Program at  (916) 653-4335, TTY 711, or write to Caltrans-Local Assistance, 1120 N Street, MS-1, Sacramento, CA 95814.
Page  of 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA • DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
ATP CYCLE 3 APPLICATION FORM
DLA-001 (NEW 4/2016)
v1.2
State of California Department of TransportationForm Title: ATP CYCLE 3 APPLICATION FORMForm Number: DLA-001 (Designed April 2016) Version 1.2
ATP FUNDED COMPONENTS
Infrastructure
PA&ED
PS&E
R/W
CON
Non-Infrastructure
Plan
PROJECT FUNDING INFORMATION (1,000s)
Total 
Project $
Total
ATP $
Total
Non-ATP $
Past 
ATP $
Leveraging $
Matching $
Non-Participating $
Future 
Local $
ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM
APPLICATION INDEX PAGE
Application Part 1: Applicant Information         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 2: General Project Information         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 3: Project Type         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 4: Project Details         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 5: Project Schedule         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 6: Project Funding         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
PPR         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 7: Application Questions         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Screening Criteria         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 1         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 2         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 3         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 4         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 5         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 6         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 7         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 8         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 9         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 8: Attachments         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 1: Applicant Information
Implementing Agency:   This agency must enter into a Master Agreement with Caltrans and will be financially and contractually responsible for the delivery of the project within all pertinent Federal and State funding requirements, including being responsible and accountable for the use and expenditure of program funds.  This agency is responsible for the accuracy of the technical information provided in the application and is required to sign the application.   
MASTER AGREEMENTS (MAs):
Does the Implementing Agency currently have a MA with Caltrans?
Implementing Agency's Federal Caltrans MA number
Implementing Agency's Federal Caltrans Master Agreement number
Implementing Agency's State Caltrans MA number
*         Implementing Agencies that do not currently have a MA with Caltrans, must be able to meet the requirements and enter into an MA with Caltrans prior to funds allocation.  The MA approval process can take 6 to 12 months to complete and there is no guarantee the agency will meet the requirements necessary for the State to enter into a MA with the agency.    Delays could also result in a failure to meeting the CTC Allocation timeline requirements and the loss of ATP funding.
Project Partnering Agency:   
The “Project Partnering Agency” is defined as an agency, other than Implementing Agency, that will assume the responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the improved facility.   The Implementing Agency must: 1) ensure the Partnering Agency agrees to assume responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the improved facility, 2) provide documentation of the agreement (e.g., letter of intent) as part of the project application, and 3) ensure a copy of the Memorandum of Understanding or Interagency Agreement between the parties is submitted with the first request for allocation. For these projects, the Project Partnering Agency's information shall be provided below.
Based on the definition above, does this project have a partnering agency?
Application Part 2: General Project Information
Project Coordinates: (latitude/longitude in decimal format)
N
W
Congressional District(s):
State Senate District(s):
State Assembly District(s):
Past Projects: Within the last 10 years, has there been any previous State or Federal ATP, SRTS, SR2S, BTA or other ped/bike funding awards for a project(s) that are adjacent to or overlap the limits of project scope of this application?
Project Number
Past Project 
Funding 
Funded 
Amount $
Project 
Type
Type of overlap/connection 
with past projects 
(select only one which matches the best)
Application Part 3: Project Type
Development of a Plan in a Disadvantaged Community: (Check all Plan types that apply)  
Indicate any of the following plans that your agency currently has:  (Check all that apply) 
PROJECT SUB-TYPE  (check all Project Sub-Types that apply):
For a project to qualify for Safe Routes to School designation, the project must directly increase safety and convenience for public school students to walk and/or bike to school. Safe Routes to Schools infrastructure projects must be located within two miles of a public school or within the vicinity of a public school bus stop and the students must be the intended beneficiaries of the project. Other than traffic education and enforcement activities, non-infrastructure projects do not have a location restriction. 
 
Projects with Safe Routes to School elements must fill out "School and Student Details" later in this application.
As a condition of receiving funding, projects with Safe Routes to School Elements must commit to completing additional before and after student surveys as defined in the Caltrans Active Transportation Guidelines (LAPG Chapter 22).
For each school benefited by the project: 1) Fill in the school and student information; and 2) Include the required attachment information.
Project improvements maximum distance from school 
mile
**Refer to the California Department of Education website:  http://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/sh/cw/filesafdc.asp
Trails Projects constructing multi-purpose trails are generally eligible in the Active Transportation Program.  If the applicant believes all or part of their project meets the federal requirements of the Recreational Trails Program they are encouraged to seek a determination from the California Department of Parks and Recreation on the eligibility of their project to complete for this funding.   This is optional but recommended because some trails projects may compete better under this funding program.
 
For all trails projects: 
Do you feel a portion of your project is eligible for federal Recreational Trail funding?   
Applicants intending to pursue “Recreational Trails Program funding” must submit the required information to the California Department of Parks and Recreation prior to the ATP application submissions deadline.  (See the Application Instructions for details) 
 
*Recreational Trail funding can only fund work outside of the roadway Right-of-way.
Application Part 4: Project Details
INFRASTRUCTURE TYPE (Only Intended for Infrastructure Projects)
Note:         When quantifying the amount of Active Transportation improvements proposed by the project, do not double-count the improvements that benefit both Bicyclists and Pedestrians (i.e. new RRFB/Signal should only show as a Pedestrian or Bicycle Improvement).
(As opposed to cost going towards "improving" existing bicycle infrastructure: i.e. Class 2 to Class 4)
New Bike Lanes/Routes:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Un-Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Mid-Block Crossing:
Number
Number
Lighting:
Number
Linear Feet
Bike Share Program:
Number
Number
Bike Racks/Lockers:
Number
Number
Other Bicycle Improvements:
(As opposed to cost going towards "improving" existing pedestrian infrastructure.)
Sidewalks:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
ADA Ramp Improvements:
Number
Number
Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Un-Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Mid-Block Crossing:
Number
Number
Lighting:
Number
Linear Feet
Pedestrian Amenities:
Number
Number
Number
Other Ped Improvements:
Class 1 Trails:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Non-Class 1 Trails:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Other Trail Improvements:
Road Diets:
Linear Feet
Number
Speed Feedback Signs:
Number
Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Un-Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Other Traffic-Calming
Improvements:
Right of Way (R/W) Impacts (Check all that apply)
The federal R/W process involving private property acquisitions and/or private utility relocations can often take 18 to 24 months.  The project schedule in the application for R/W needs to reflect the necessary time to complete the federal R/W process.
*See the application instructions for more details on the required coordination and documentation from these agencies.
Application Part 5: Project Schedule
NOTES:         1) Per CTC Guidelines, all project applications must be submitted with the expectation of receiving federal funding and therefore the schedule below must account for the extra time needed for federal project delivery requirements and approvals, including a NEPA environmental clearance and for each CTC allocation there must also be a Notice to Proceed with Federally Reimbursable work.
         2) Prior to estimating the durations of the project delivery tasks (below), applicants are highly encouraged to review the appropriate chapters of the Local Assistance Procedures Manual and work closely with District Local Assistance Staff.
         3) The proposed CTC allocation dates must be between July 1, 2019 and June 30, 2021 to be consistent with the available ATP funds for Cycle 3.
This page cannot be completed until a project type has been selected in Part 3.
INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECTS:
PA&ED Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months         (See note #2, above)
PS&E Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months
Right of Way Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months
* PS&E and Right of Way phases can be allocated at the same CTC meeting.
Construction Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months
NON-INFRASTRUCTURE (NI) AND "PLAN" PROJECTS: (This includes combined "I" and "NI" projects)
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months	
Proposed Dates for "Before" and "After" Counts (As required by the CTC and Caltrans guidelines):
Application Part 6: Project Funding
(1,000s)
The Project Funding table cannot be completed until a project type has been selected in Part 3.
Project
Phase
Total
Project
Costs
Total 
ATP
Funding
ATP
Allocation 
Year *
Total
Non-ATP
Funding **
Non-
Participating
Funding
"Prior"
ATP
Funding
Leveraging
Funding
Matching
Funding ***
(for federal $)
Future Local Identified Funding 
PA&ED
PS&E
R/W
CON
NI-CON
TOTAL
*          The CTC Allocation-Year is calculated based on the information entered into the "Project Schedule" section.
 
**  Applicants must ensure that the “Total Non-ATP Funding” values show in this table match the overall Non-ATP Funding values they enter into Page 2 of the PPR (later in this form)
         
***         For programming purposes, applicants, are asked to identify the portion of the Leveraging Funding that meets the requirements to be used as match for new Federal ATP funding.
ATP FUNDING TYPE REQUESTED:
Per the CTC Guidelines, all ATP projects must be eligible to receive federal funding. Most ATP projects will receive federal funding; however, it is the intent of the Commission to consolidate the allocation of federal funds to as few projects as practicable. Therefore, the smallest projects may be granted State Funding from the State Highway Account (SHA) for all or part of the project.  Agencies with projects under $1M, especially ones being implemented by agencies who are not familiar with the federal funding process, are encouraged to request State funding.
Do you believe your project warrants receiving state-only funding?
ATP PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST (PPR):
Using the Project Schedule, Project Funding, and General Project information provided, this electronic form has automatically prepared the following PPR pages. Applicants must review the information in the PPR to confirm it matches their expectations.
Exhibit 22-G Project Programming Request (PPR)
Project Information:
Project Title:
District
County
Route
EA
Project ID
PPNO
Funding Information:
DO NOT FILL IN ANY SHADED AREAS
Proposed Total Project Cost ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
PPR Funding Information Table
ATP Funds
Infrastructure Cycle 3
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds
Non-Infrastructure Cycle 3
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds
Plan Cycle 3
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds
Previous Cycle
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Exhibit 22-G Project Programming Request (PPR)
Project Information:
Project Title:
District
County
Route
EA
Project ID
PPNO
Summary of Non-ATP Funding
The Non-ATP funding shown on this page must match the values in the Project Funding table.
Fund No. 2:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 3:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 4:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 5:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 6:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 7:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Application Part 7: Application Questions
Screening Criteria
The following Screening Criteria are requirements for applications to be considered for ATP funding.  Failure to demonstrate a project meets these criteria will result is the disqualification of the application. 
1.         Demonstrated fiscal needs of the applicant:
-         Is all or part of the project currently (or has it ever been) formally programmed in an RTPA, MPO and/or Caltrans funding program? 
If "Yes", explain why the project is not considered "fully funded".  (Max of 200 Words)
-         Are any elements of the proposed project directly or indirectly related to the intended improvements of a past or future development or capital improvement project? 
If “Yes”, explain why the other project cannot fund the proposed project.  (Max of 200 Words)
-         Are adjacent properties undeveloped or under-developed where standard “conditions of development” could be placed on future adjacent redevelopment to construct the proposed project improvements?
If “Yes”, explain why the development cannot fund the proposed project.  (Max of 200 Words)
2.         Consistency with an adopted regional transportation plan:
-         Is the project consistent with the relevant adopted regional transportation plan that has been developed and updated pursuant to Government Code Section 65080?
Note:  Projects not providing proof will be disqualified and not be evaluated.
If “No”, document why the project should still be considered as being “consistent with the Regional Plan”.  (Max of 200 Words)
Note:  Projects not providing proof will be disqualified and not be evaluated.
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #1
QUESTION #1
DISADVANTAGED COMMUNITIES (0-10 POINTS)
A.         Map of Project Boundaries, Access and Destination  (0 points): Required
B.         Identification of Disadvantaged Community:  (0 points)
Select one of the following 4 options.  Must provide information for all Census Tract/Block Group/Place # that the project affects.
         ●  Median Household Income
         ●  CalEnviroScreen
         ●  Free or Reduced Priced School Meals - Applications using this measure must demonstrate how the project benefits the school students in the project area.
         ● Other 
The Median Household Income (Table ID B19013) is less than 80% of the statewide median based on the most current Census Tract (ID 140) level data from the 2010-2014 American Community Survey (ACS) (<$49,191). Communities with a population less than 15,000 may use data at the Census Block Group (ID 150) level. Unincorporated communities may use data at the Census Place (ID 160) level. Data is available at: http://factfinder.census.gov/faces/nav/jsf/pages/index.xhtml 
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
MHI  
Median Household Income Table
Lowest median household income from above (autofill): $
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only)
Median household income by census tract for the community(ies) benefited by the project: $
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the median household income is greater than $49,120, this program does not qualify for this option. 
An area identified as among the most disadvantaged 25% in the state according to the CalEPA and based on the California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 2.0 (CalEnviroScreen 2.0) scores (score must be greater than or equal to 36.62). This list can be found at the following link under SB 535 List of Disadvantaged Communities:
http://www.calepa.ca.gov/EnvJustice/GHGInvest/
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
CalEnviroScreen Score
Cal Enviro Screen Table
Highest California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 2.0 (CalEnviroScreen) score from above (autofill):
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only)
California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 2.0 (CalEnviroScreen) score for the community benefited by the project:
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the CalEnviroScreen score is less than 36.62, this program does not qualify for this option. 
At least 75% of public school students in the project area are eligible to receive free or reduced-price meals under the National School Lunch Program. Data is available at: http://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/sd/sd/filessp.asp (auto filled from Part A).
Applicants using this measure must demonstrate how the project benefits the school students in the project area.  Project must be located within two miles of the school(s) represented by this criteria. 
School Name
School Enrollment
% of Students Eligible for FRPM
Data for this table is automatically populated with the school data entered on Application Part 3.
Highest percentage of students eligible from above (autofill):
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only) 
Percentage of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Price Meals Programs:
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the percentage of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Price Meals program is less than 75%, this program does not qualify for this option. 
Other
Creation of new routes?
●  If a project applicant believes a project benefits a disadvantaged community but the project does not meet the aforementioned criteria due to a lack of accurate Census data or CalEnviroScreen data that represents a small neighborhood or unincorporated area, the applicant must submit for consideration a quantitative assessment to demonstrate that the community’s median household income is at or below 80% of that state median household income. (Max of 200 Words)
●  Regional definitions of disadvantaged communities as adopted in a Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) by an MPO or RTPA per obligations with Title VI of the Federal Civil Rights Act of 1964, such as “environmental justice communities” or “communities of concern,” may be used in lieu of the options identified above. Applicant must provide section of the RTP referenced. (Max of 200 Words)
C.         Direct Benefit:  (0 - 4 points)
1.         Explain how the project/program/plan closes a gap, provides connections to, or addresses a deficiency in an active transportation network or meets an important community need. (Max of 50 Words)
2.         Explain how the disadvantaged community residents will have physical access to the project/program/plan. 
         (Max of 50 Words)         
3.         Illustrate how the project was requested or supported by the disadvantaged community residents. 
         (Max of 50 Words)
D.         Project Location:  (0 - 2 points)
E.         Severity:  (0 - 4 points)
a.         Auto calculated
Part B: Narrative Questions
Question #2
QUESTION #2
POTENTIAL FOR INCREASED WALKING AND BICYCLING, ESPECIALLY AMONG STUDENTS, INCLUDING THE IDENTIFICATION OF WALKING AND BICYCLING ROUTES TO AND FROM SCHOOLS, TRANSIT FACILITIES, COMMUNITY CENTERS, EMPLOYMENT CENTERS, AND OTHER DESTINATIONS; AND INCLUDING INCREASING AND IMPROVING  CONNECTIVITY AND MOBILITY OF NON-MOTORIZED USERS. (0-35 POINTS)
Please provide the following information: (This must be completed to be considered for funding for infrastructure projects)
# of Users
Pedestrian
Bicycle
Date of Counts
Mark here if N/A to project
Current
Projected
(1 year after completion)
Safe Routes to School projects and programs:  The following information related to the Safe Routes to School Projects data was already entered in part 3 of the application.
School
Total Student Enrollment
Approx. # of Students Living Along School Route Proposed	
# of Students Currently Walking/Biking to School
Projected # of Students that will 
walk/bike after project
Net projected Change in Students 
walking/biking
Total
Data in this table will be automatically populated with the school data entered in Application Part 3.
Document the methodologies used to establish the current count data. (Max of 200 Words)
A.         Describe the specific active transportation need that the proposed project/plan/program will address. (0-15 points) 
         (Max of 500 Words)
B.         Describe how the proposed project/plan/program will address the active transportation need: (0-20 points)
1.         Close a gap?
Close a gap?
Gap closure = Construction of a missing segment of an existing facility in order to make that facility continuous.
a.         Must provide a map of each gap closure identifying gap and connections.
b.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
2.         Creation of new routes?
Creation of new routes?
New route = Construction of a new facility that did not previously exist for non-motorized users that provides a course or way to get from one place to another.
a.         Must provide a map of the new route location.
b.         Describe the existing route(s) that currently connect the affected transportation related and community identified destinations and why the route(s) are not adequate. (Max of 100 Words)
c.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
3.         Removal of barrier to mobility?
a.         Type of barrier:
b.         Must provide a map identifying the barrier location and improvement.
c.         Describe the existing negative effects of barrier to be removed and how the project addresses the existing barrier. 
         (Max of 100 Words)
d.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
4.         Other improvements to routes?
Other improvements to routes?
a.         Must provide a map of the new improvement location.
b.         Explain the improvement. (Max of 100 Words)
c.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
5.         Plan for increasing biking and walking in the community?
Plan for increasing biking and walking in the community?
a.         Describe how the plan will address links or connections, or encourage the use of existing/new routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Describe how the plan will result in implementable projects and programs in the future.   (Max of 100 Words)
c.         A description of steps necessary to implement the plan and the reporting process that will be used to keep the adopting agency and community informed of the progress being made in implementing the plan. (Max of 100 Words)
6.         Encourages and/or educates with the goal of increasing
         walking or biking in the community?
Encourages and/or educates with the goal of increasing walking or biking in the community?
a.         Describe how the program encourages walking or biking to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  (Max of 100 Words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #3
QUESTION #3
POTENTIAL FOR REDUCING THE NUMBER AND/OR RATE OR THE RISK OF PEDESTRIAN AND BICYCLIST FATALITIES AND INJURIES, INCLUDING THE IDENTIFICATION OF SAFETY HAZARDS FOR PEDESTRIANS AND BICYCLISTS.  (0-25 POINTS)
A.         Describe the plan/program influence area or project location’s history of collisions resulting in fatalities and injuries to non-motorized users and the source(s) of data used (e.g. collision reports, community observation, surveys, audits).  (10 points max)
1.         The following reported crashes must have all occurred within the project’s influence area within the last 5 years (only crashes that the project has a chance to mitigate):
# of Crashes	
Pedestrian
Bicycle
Total
Fatalities
Injuries
Total
2.         Applicant can provide bicycle and pedestrian (only) crash rates in addition to the information required above. (Max of 200 Words)
3.         Discuss specific accident data. (Max of 200 Words)
4.         Attach a SWITRS or equivalent (i.e. UC Berkeley’s TIMS tool) listing of all bicycle and pedestrian crashes (only) shown in the map above and in this application.
*Applications that do not have the crash data above OR that prefer to provide additional crash data and/or safety data in a different format can provide this data below.  The corresponding methodology used must also be included.   Input Data and methodologies here and/or include them via a separate attachment in the field below. (Max of 200 Words)
B.         Safety Countermeasures (15 points max)
         Describe how the project/program/plan will remedy (one or more) potential safety hazards that contribute to pedestrian and/or bicyclist injuries or fatalities (only); Countermeasures must directly address the underlying factors that are contributing to the occurrence of pedestrian and/or bicyclist collisions.
1.         Reduces speed or volume of motor vehicles in the proximity of non-motorized users?
Reduces speed or volume of motor vehicles in the proximity of non-motorized users?
a.         Current speed and/or volume: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Anticipated speed and/or volume after project completion : (Max of 100 Words)
2.         Improves sight distance and visibility between motorized and non-motorized users?
Improves sight distance and visibility between motorized and non-motorized users?
a.         Current sight distance and/or visibility issue: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Anticipated sight distance and/or visibility issue resolution: (Max of 100 Words)
3.         Eliminates potential conflict points between motorized and non-motorized users, including creating physical separation between motorized and non-motorized users?
Eliminates potential conflict points between motorized and non-motorized users, including creating physical separation between motorized and non-motorized users?
a.         Current conflict point description: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Improvement that addresses conflict point: (Max of 100 Words)
4.         Improves compliance with local traffic laws for both motorized and non-motorized users?
Improves compliance with local traffic laws for both motorized and non-motorized users?
a.         Which Law:
b.         How will the project improve compliance: (Max of 100 Words)
5.         Addresses inadequate vehicular traffic control devices?
Addresses inadequate vehicular traffic control devices?
a.         List traffic controls that are inadequate: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         How are they inadequate? (Max of 100 Words)
c.         How does the project address the inadequacies? (Max of 100 Words)
6.         Addresses inadequate or unsafe bicycle facilities, trails, crosswalks and/or sidewalks?
a.         List bicycle facilities, trails, crosswalks and/or sidewalks that are inadequate:          (Max of 100 Words)
b.         How are they inadequate? (Max of 100 Words)
c.         How does the project address the inadequacies? (Max of 100 Words)
7.         Eliminates or reduces behaviors that lead to collisions involving non-motorized users?
Eliminates or reduces behaviors that lead to collisions involving non-motorized users?
a.         List of behaviors: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         How will the project will eliminate or reduce these behaviors? (Max of 100 Words)
Plans
Describe how the plan will identify and plan to address hazards identified in the plan area, including the potential for mitigating safety hazards as a prioritization criterion, and/or including countermeasures that address safety hazards.  (Max of 200 Words)
Non-Infrastructure
Describe how the program educates bicyclists, pedestrians, and/or drivers about safety hazards for pedestrians and bicyclists. Describe how the program encourages this safe behavior. If available, include documentation of effectiveness of similar programs in encouraging safe behavior.  (Max of 200 Words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #4
QUESTION #4
PUBLIC PARTICIPATION and PLANNING (0-10 POINTS)
 
Describe the community based public participation process that culminated in the project/program proposal or will be utilized as part of the development of a plan.  
A.         What is/was the process of defining future policies, goals, investments and designs to prepare for future needs of users of this project?  How did the applicant analyze the wide range of alternatives and impacts on the transportation system to influence beneficial outcomes? (3 points max) (Max of 200 words)
B.         Who: Describe who was/will be engaged in the identification and development of this project/program/plan (for plans: who will be engaged) and how they were/will be engaged.   Describe and provide documentation of the type, extent, and duration of outreach and engagement conducted to relevant stakeholders. (3 points max) (Max of 200 words)
C.         What:  Describe the feedback received during the stakeholder engagement process and describe how the public participation and planning process has improved the project’s overall effectiveness at meeting the purpose and goals of the ATP. (3 points max) (Max of 200 words)
D.         Describe how stakeholders will continue to be engaged in the implementation of the project/program/plan.  
                  (1 point max) (Max of 200 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #5
QUESTION #5
IMPROVED PUBLIC HEALTH (0-10 POINTS)
 
•         NOTE: Applicants applying for the disadvantaged community set aside must respond to the below questions with health data specific to the disadvantaged communities. All applicants must cite information specific to project location and targeted users. Failure to do so will result in lost points. 
A.         Describe the health status of the targeted users of the project/program/plan.  Describe how you considered health benefits when developing this project or program (for plans: how will you consider health throughout the plan). (5 points max) (Max of 200 words)
B.         Describe how you expect your project/proposal/plan to promote healthy communities and provide outreach to the targeted users. (5 points max) (Max of 200 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #6
QUESTION #6
COST EFFECTIVENESS (0-5 POINTS)
A project’s cost effectiveness is considered to be the relative costs of the project in comparison to the project’s benefits as defined by the purpose and goals of the ATP.  This includes the consideration of the safety and mobility benefit in relation to both the total project cost and the funds provided. 
 
Explain why the project is considered to have the highest Benefit to Cost Ratio (B/C) with respect to the ATP purpose and goals of “increased use of active modes of transportation”.  (5 points max.)  (Max of 200 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #7
QUESTION #7
LEVERAGING OF NON-ATP FUNDS (0-5 POINTS)
A.         The application funding plan will show all federal, state and local funding for the project: (5 points max.)
 
                  Based on the project funding information provided earlier in the application, the following Leveraging and Matching amounts are designated for this project.  Applicants must review and verify these values meet the following criteria:
                   Leveraging Funds
                           Non-ATP funds; either already expended by the applicant or funds to be programmed for use on elements within the requested ATP project.  This non-ATP funding can only be considered "Leveraging" funding if it goes towards ATP eligible costs.
                  Matching Funds
                           The portion of the Leveraging funding that can be used as the local match if Federal ATP funding is programmed.  These must be 
                           non-federal funds not yet expended and provided by the applicant in a specific project phase.
                   If these numbers do not match this criteria and/or the applicant's expectations, the numbers inputted earlier need to be revised.
                   
 
                   Funding in $1,000s
PA&ED Phase Project Delivery Costs:
PS&E Phase Project Delivery Costs:
Right of Way Phase Project Delivery Costs:
Construction Phase Project Delivery Costs:
NON-INFRASTRUCTURE (NI) AND "PLAN" PROJECTS:
OVERALL TOTALS FOR PROJECT/APPLICATION:
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #8
QUESTION #8
USE OF CALIFORNIA CONSERVATION CORPS (CCC) OR A CERTIFIED COMMUNITY CONSERVATION CORPS (0 or -5 POINTS)
- For project "Plan" types, this section is not required. -
Step 1:         The applicant must submit the following information via email concurrently to both the CCC AND certified community conservation corps at least 5 days prior to application submittal to Caltrans.  The CCC and certified community conservation corps will respond within five (5) business days from receipt of the information. 
 
                  •         Project Title
                  •         Project Description                                 
                  •         Detailed Estimate                              
                  •         Project Schedule
                  •         Project Map                                              
                  •         Preliminary Plan
Click on the following links for the California Conservation Corps and community conservation corps Representative ATP contact information: 
http://calocalcorps.org/active-transportation-program/
http://www.ccc.ca.gov/work/programs/ATP/Pages/ATP%20home.aspx
The applicant must also attach any email correspondence from the CCC and certified community conservation corps or Tribal corps (if applicable) to the application verifying communication/participation.  Failure to attach their email responses will result in a loss of 5 points.
Step 2:         The applicant has coordinated with the CCC AND with the certified community conservation corps, or the Tribal corps and determined the following: (check appropriate box)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #9
QUESTION #9
APPLICANT’S PERFORMANCE ON PAST ATP FUNDED PROJECTS (0 - 10 points) 
For Caltrans use only.
 
Part C: Application Attachments
Applicants must ensure all data in this part of the application is fully consistent with the other parts of the application. See the Application Instructions and Guidance document for more information and requirements related to Part C.
List of Application Attachments
The following attachment names and order must be maintained for all applications.  Depending on the Project Type (I, NI or Plans) some attachments will be intentionally left blank.  All non-blank attachments must be identified in hard-copy applications using “tabs” with appropriate letter designations
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